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This  report  describes  further  research  efforts  undertaken  by  CACI , Inc., 
to  develop  Soviet  perceptions  content  analysis  methodology  initially 
begun  in  the  ARPA-sponsored  project  "The  Application  of  New  Methodologies 
to  Analyze  the  Soviet  Perceptions  of  U.S.  Policies."  The  research  was 
supported  by  the  Defense  Advanced  Research  Projects  Agency,  Contract  No. 
MDA903-75-C-0013,  Modification  P00002. 

The  report  consists  of  one  volume  that  contains  an  Executive  Sum- 
mary, a Technical  Discussion,  and  Appendices.  The  Executive  Summary  is 
a non-technical  review  of  the  research  accomplishments  with  emphasis  on 
further  methodological  development  and  on  the  use  of  the  methodology 
within  the  national  security  community.  It  briefly  reviews  the  back- 
ground of  the  study  and  summarizes  the  more  pertinent  findings.  The 
Technical  Discussion  presents  the  results  of  di<_  study  in  detail.  The 
appendices  contain  ancillary  material  and  data. 
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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


BACKGROUND 

In  the  ARPA  project,  "The  Application  of  New  Methodologies  to  Analyze 
the  Soviet  Perceptions  of  U.S.  Policies,"  31  October  1975,  CACI  developed 
and  demonstrated  the  utility  of  a new  content  analysis  technique  using 
thematic  matrices  as  the  basis  for  coder  actions.  ARPA,  in  response  to 
user  interest  from  DoD  (ISA)  and  the  CIA  (OSR) , sponsored  the  current 
project  to  provide  additional  methodological  development  of  the  matrix 
content  analysis  techniques. 

OBJECTIVES 

Methodological  Objective 

The  primary  methodological  objective  of  this  project  was  to  make  the 
matrix  content  analysis  technique  of  maximum  responsiveness  to  intelli- 
gence and  defense  analyst  needs.  To  this  end,  the  analysis  was  modified 
to  incorporate  as  many  dimensions  as  required  in  order  to  search  for 
analyst-selected  nuances  in  statements.  In  addition,  matrices  were 
structured  for  increased  clarity,  coding  was  expanded  to  include  individ- 
ual primary  sources,  and  all  sampling  was  eliminated  from  the  coding. 

Substantive  Objective 

The  ancillary  substantive  objective^  was  to  explore  three  topical  areas 
and  detect  trends  over  time  and  across  themes  in  Soviet  media  coverage 
as  monitored  by  the  Foreign  Broadcast  Information  Service  (FBIS)  . At 


The  achievement  of  this  substantive  objective  is  one  measure  of  the 
success  of  the  primary  methodological  objective. 


CIA  request,  particular  attention  was  paid  to  specific  sources  to  deter- 
mine the  capability  for  observing  the  characteristics  of  and  temporal 
changes  in  individual  source  output.  The  topical  areas  covered  were: 


I 


W 


Soviet  proclamations  of  goals  for  expanding  the  Soviet 
system  Into  Western  Europe  and  for  strengthening  European 
peace  and  security,  and  specifying  the  means  to  be  used 
for  that  purpose.  Most  of  the  statements  found  dealt 
with  strengthening  European  peace  and  security. 


Soviet  force-structuring  goals  (by  type  of  service  and 
type  of  warfare)  to  attain  (maintain)  the  military  capa- 
bility to  carry  out  various  objectives.  (In  most  cases 
encountered,  the  objective  was  to  defend  against  or  deter 
attack  on  the  Soviet  bloc.) 


Soviet  statements  of  relative  U.S.  and  Soviet  military 
strengths  as  increasing,  decreasing,  or  stable  by  service 
and  type  of  warfare. 


For  substantive  purposes,  it  should  be  noted  that  the  information 
obtained  in  this  analysis  reflects  what  the  Soviet  writers  (speakers) 
communicated  in  the  material  analyzed,  as  abstracted  by  FBIS  editors. 
This  type  qualification  exists  for  all  such  analyses — what  is  actually 
in  the  minds  of  the  Soviet  leaders  can  only  be  inferred  from  media  or 
other  verbal  source  analysis  and  from  events. 


Reliability  of  Results 


The  reliability  of  the  coders  was  checked  continuously,  producing  an 


overall  reliability  using  Scott's  £i  of  .82,  a highly  acceptable  level. 


FINDINGS 


A number  of  detailed  observations  are  made  in  the  "Technical  Section" 
and  are  then  grouped  into  findings.  These  findings  are  summarized  as 
follows: 


See  "Technical  Section"  for  further  discussion.  Scott's  £i  is  devel- 


oped in  Scott  (19c>5)  • 
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With  Respect  to  Thematic  Matrix  Content  Analysis  Pro- 
cedures . Thematic  matrix  content  analysis  can  be 


conducted  at  highly  acceptable  levels  of  reliability 
with  a high  level  of  productivity,  responsiveness, 
discrimination,  and  sophistication. 


With  Respect  to  Thematic  Trends.  A number  of  clearly 
differentiated  thematic  trends  were  developed.  One 
example  is  that,  in  Soviet  expressions  of  interest  in 
peace  and  security  for  Europe,  statements  emphasizing 
political  means  to  this  end  have  risen  markedly,  while 
those  expressing  military  or  military-related  means 
(except  MBFR)  have  dropped  significantly  from  1955- 
1974.  An  example  of  a less  obvious  trend  is  that, 
among  Soviet  statements  of  relative  USSR/U.S.  military 
strength,  Soviet  civil  defense  capabilities  alone 
increased  markedly  from  1965-1974. 


With  Respect  to  Individual  Sources.  Many  meaningful 


comparisons  were  possible  with  respect  to  individual 
sources.  For  example,  among  the  three  topical  areas 
covered  by  the  three  matrices,  prominent  members  of 
the  Politburo  focused  on  peace  and  security  in  Western 
Europe  (both  in  the  absolute  and  in  comparison  with 
less  prominent  Politburo  members).  But  Suslov,  Grechko, 
Kirilenko,  and  Shelest  were  marked  exceptions  to  this 
trend.  Specific  observations  over  time  were  also  dis- 
criminating. Brezhnev,  Kosygin,  and  Gromyko  all 
focused  increasingly  on  summitry  in  Europe  from  1965- 
1974,  but  peaked  at  different  times — Kosygin  in  1971, 
Brezhnev  in  1973,  and  Gromyko  in  1974. 


• With  Respect  to  Media  Targets.  Media  targets  were 
almost  entirely  Soviet  bloc  for  military  themes,  and 
all  but  approximately  12  percent  Soviet  bloc  for  the 
European  theme. 


With  Respect  to  Additional  Dimensions.  On  some  of 
these — particularly  the  qualitative  versus  quantita- 
tive (superiority)  dimension — little  significant 
differentiation  occurred.  On  others,  significant 
discrimination  occurred.  For  example,  on  the  deter/ 
defend  dimension,  defend  was  the  predominant  theme, 
followed  by  retaliate.  Deter  was  minor.  Themes  of 
retaliation  and  defeat,  present  in  the  mid-sixties, 
faded  in  the  late  sixties  and  did  not  reappear. 
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CONCLUSIONS 
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Based  on  the  detailed  discussion  and  findings,  the  following  conclusions 
can  be  made : 


m 


The  improvements  in  the  thematic  matrix  content  analysis 
procedures  developed  under  this  project  have  produced 
a highly  sophisticated,  responsive,  analytic  tool  for 
providing  information  to  the  Soviet  analyst. 


Detailed  information  on  trends  in  Soviet  leadership 
media  statements  was  developed  in  a form  susceptible 
both  to  simple  interpretation  and  to  more  complex 
statistical  analysis. 


Detailed  information  on  individual  Soviet  sources  was 
obtained  which  provided  useful  information  on  bureau- 
cratic and  leadership  trends  in  the  Soviet  Union. 


Detailed  information  on  additional  dimensions  to  the 
thematic  matrices  was  obtained  which  explored  nuances 
of  wording  of  special  interest  to  analysts. 


The  analytic  capabilities  provided  by  the  thematic 
content  analysis  methodology  should  be  applied  to 
Soviet  source  documents,  thus  eliminating  translator/ 
editor  biases,  and  should  be  used  to  establish  a broad 
data  base  over  time  on  Soviet  policies,  individuals, 
and  bureaucratic  agencies  starting  with  the  demise  of 
Stalin. 
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TECHNICAL  SECTION 
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GENERAL 


This  section  of  the  report  contains  the  following: 


Information  on  the  methodological  and  substantive 
improvements  made  in  the  thematic  matrices  used  for 
content  analysis  compared  with  the  corresponding 
matrices  in  the  preceding  ARPA  Soviet  perceptions 
project  accomplished  by  CACI . 


• Reliability  information  pertaining  to  the  content 
analysis. 


Summary  of  the  data  developed. 
Substantive  and  methodological  findings. 


METHODOLOGICAL  AND  SUBSTANTIVE  IMPROVEMENTS 


The  methodological  and  substantive  improvements  were  directed  toward 
making  the  analysis  more  responsive  to  analyst  interests,  more  capable 
of  detecting  changes  in  nuances,  and  more  accurate  and  informative  for 
those  interested  in  detailed  analysis.  The  information  obtained  is 
subject  to  the  same  qualification  that  applies  to  all  such  analyses  the 
information  reflects  what  the  Soviet  writers  (speakers) , as  abstracted 
by  the  American  (FBIS)  editors,  communicated  in  the  material  analyzed 
rather  than  what  is  actually  in  the  minds  of  the  Soviet  leaders.  The 
latter  can  only  be  inferred  from  media  or  other  verbal  source  analyses 

and  from  events. 


The  following  improvements  were  made  in  the  thematic  matrices  used  in 
the  analysis.  (These  matrices  are  included  as  Appendix  1.) 





*» 


1.  Matrix  04 , Soviet  Goals  (Political)— Western  European  Regional 

Objectives.  The  means  listed  across  the  top  of  the  matrix  used  for 
attaining  the  goals  specified  in  the  left  margin  of  the  matrix  were 
expanded3  from  6 in  the  previous  project  to  15  in  this  project.  This 
provides  greatly  increased  specificity  and  responsiveness  with  respect 
to  items  of  interest  to  the  analyst.  As  a result  of  experience  and  to 
maintain  manageability,  the  right-hand  dimension  of  the  matrix,  "Applica- 
bility of  Goals,"  was  deleted. 


2.  Matrix  08 . Soviet  Goals  (Military)— Force  Structure  Requirements. 

There  was  a similar  expansion  of  means  and  deletion  of  the  "Applicability 


of  Goals"  dimension  for  this  matrix.  The  4 kinds  of  means  previously 

4 


listed  were  revised  and  expanded  into  11,  and  grouped  into  those  con 
cerning  arm  or  branch  of  service  and  those  concerning  type  of  warfare. 

In  most  cases  a coding  unit  was  coded  once  under  arm  or  branch  of  service 
and  once  under  type  of  warfare.  This  gave  a much  more  accurate,  compre- 
hensive, structured  analysis  of  means  than  the  previous  matrix,  which 
lacked  this  differentiation,  and  was  also  much  more  responsive  to  the 


needs  of  the  analysts  consulted.  Furthermore,  four  additional  coding 
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dimensions  were  included; 


The  deter/defend  dimension 


The  superiority/parity  dimension  (this  had  been  to  some 
degree  covered  in  the  earlier  matrix) 


The  attain/maintain  dimension 

The  qualitative/quantitative  dimension. 


3 In  consultation  with  representatives  of  ISA  (Dr.  Charles  Sorrels)  and 
the  CIA  (Mr.  Stuart  Cohen)  designated  as  recipients  of  the  final  report. 


See  note  3. 


For  a detailed  description  of  these  dimensions,  see  Appendix  1. 
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3 . Matrix  34 , Other  Soviet  Perceptions  (Military)— Relative  Cnpa- 

b i 1 j ties.  Ihe  subject  areas  in  which  perceptions  occurred  constituted 


the  horizontal  dimension  for  this  matrix,  similar  to  the  means  used  for 

,6 


matrix  08 . These  were  revised  and  expanded  from  7 to  136  and  cate- 

gorized as  service  areas  (by  type  of  service  such  as  Army,  Navy)  and 
functional  areas  (such  as  strategic  nuclear  war,  conventional  war,  civil 
defense).  Coding  normally  occurred  in  each  subject  area  for  a coding 
unit,  similar  to  the  coding  in  matrix  08  for  each  type  of  means.  The 
advantages  of  the  revised  matrix  were  similar  to  those  for  revised  matrix 
08  : improved  accuracy,  comprehensiveness,  structure,  and  responsive- 

ness to  the  analyst. 


RELIABILITY  INFORMATION 


Checks  on  intercoder  reliability  were  made  throughout  the  coding  period. 
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Before  each  FBIS  category  was  coded,  10  percent  of  the  context  units 
were  randomly  selected  to  form  the  check-coding  sample.  When  the  first 
coder  completed  the  entire  category,  a second  coder  would  code  this  10 
percent  sample.  The  results  of  this  check  coding  were  then  compared  to 
the  originax  or  principal  coding  and  an  agreement  percentage  computed. 


The  formula  utilized  to  establish  a reliability  measure  was  developed  by 
Scott  (1955).  Known  as  Scott's  £i,  this  formula  permits  rapid  checks  on 
a continuing  basis  and  is  suited  to  content  analysis  experiments  involving 
two  coders.  In  addition,  Scott's  £i,  in  the  form 


pi  = % observed  agreement — % expected  agreement 

1 — % expected  agreement 


corrects  raw  or  observed  agreement  by  accounting  for  agreement  by  chance, 
thus  producing  a more  conservative  measure  of  reliability. 


See  note  3. 


The  procedures  used  for  coding  are  contained  in  Appendix  2, 
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The  reliability  checks  for  the  military  matrices  yielded  an  agreement  per- 
centage of  .87  and  an  adjusted  reliability  figure  of  .81.  Across  all  25 
FBIS  categories,  the  observed  agreement  percentage  was  .84,  the  adjusted 
reliability  (Scott's  pi),  .82,  Of  the  matrices,  matrix  08  produced  che 
highest  observed  agreement,  followed  closely  by  matrix  04.  Matrix  34 
showed  a somewhat  lower  figure.  In  the  literature,  reliability  measures 
of  .80  and  above  are  cited  as  highly  acceptable  levels  of  intercoder 
reliability  (Schutz,  1959). 


The  coding  of  the  supplementary  dimensions  accompanying  matrix  08  was 
also  subject  to  checks  on  coder  agreement.  The  results  of  these  checks 
are  given  in  terms  of  percentage  of  coder  agreement  with  each  dimension 
as  it  is  discussed  later. 


SUMMARY  OF  DATA  DEVELOPED 


The  manner  in  which  data  should  be  developed  depends  on  the  specific 
objective  of  the  analyst.  In  this  particular  project,  the  objective  is 
to  illustrate  various  ways  in  which  data  can  be  developed  using  simple 
trend  lines  and  tabulations.  In  addition,  the  capability  to  address 
individual  sources,  of  which  almost  250  were  developed,  is  considered. 
(See  Section  II,  Appendix  2.)  The  data  are  discussed  in  the  following 
sequences : 


Data  by  matrix  cell  (that  is,  by  specific  goal  and  means) 
individually  and  in  aggregate  over  time. 


Data  by  source  by  matrix  cell  and  over  time. 
Data  by  target. 


Data  for  the  additional  dimensions  coded  for  matrix  08 

on  military  force-structuring  goals. 


Data  by  Matrix  Cell — Overall 


The  data  are  disaggregated  by  individual  matrix  cell  in  Appendix  3,  where 
trend  plots  are  given  on  a quarterly  and  annual  basis,  with  accompanying 
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tabulated  data.  Figure  1 gives  the  overall  annual  trend  line  and  data 
for  matrix  04 (Western  Europe) , for  matrices  08 and  34 (mili- 

tary matrices),  and  for  all  matrices  combined.  These  trend  lines  serve 
as  a composite  base  with  which  one  can  examine  the  individual  trend  lines 
of  Appendix  3,  Using  such  a composite  base  as  the  basis  for  comparison 


minimizes  the  influence  of  distortions  in  volume  of  material  included  due 

g 

to  FBIS- induced  factors.  Figure  1 provides  the  basis  for  some  pertinent 


observations : 


Soviet  expressions  of  interest  in  "peace  and  security" 
for  Europe,  as  reflected  by  FBIS,  have  risen  rather 
steadily,  except  for  a dip  from  about  mid-67  through 
the  first  quarter  of  1969.  Note  the  utility  of  quarterly 
data,  as  illustrated  in  the  preceding  observation  in 
localizing  time.  Also  note  the  relatively  violent 
fluctuation  of  quarterly  data  compared  to  annual  data 
in  examining  overall  trends. 


Soviet  expressions  on  military  subjects,  as  reflected 
by  FBIS,  have  shown  a rather  steady  decline  since  1965, 
with  a radical  drop  from  the  third  quarter  of  1968 
through  all  of  1969,  and  another  sharp  drop  in  1973. 


It  is  important  to  note,  with  respect  to  the  preceding  observations  and 
those  that  follow,  that  they  include  a number  of  obvious  facts — as  they 
should  to  be  valid — and  a number  of  facts  that  are  not  obvious — as  they 
should  to  be  most  useful. 


Peace  and  Security  in  Europe.  The  trend  lines  derived  from  matrix  34 

concerning  the  means  advocated  by  the  Soviets  to  achieve  peace  and  security 
in  Europe  show  apparent  differentiations  among  different  types  of  means. 


• Trend  lines  for  general  political  means,  the  Confer- 
ence on  Security  and  Cooperation  in  Europe  (CSCE) , and 
bilateral  agreements  to  achieve  peace  and  security  in 
Europe  have  all  shown  fairly  steadily  rising  trends. 
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For  example,  changes  in  policy  as  to  what  will  be  included  in  FBIS 
summaries,  or  changes  in  effort  available  to  produce  FBIS  summaries, 
could  cause  fluctuations  in  the  items  coded  per  unit  time. 


— — - - — - 


Total 


Quarterly 

Average 


Trend  Plot  of  Number  of  Code*  (Annual) 


Tabulation  of  Number  of  Codes  (Quarterly) 


Matrices  OS 


Total 


Quarterly 

Average 


Trend  Plot  of  Number  of  Codes  (Annual) 


Tabulation  of  Number  of  Codea  (Quarterly) 


All  Matrices  Combined 


No  tabulations  provided  for  totals,  as  the 
military  matrix  codea  dominate,  as  can  be 
seen  above  and  In  the  trend  plot. 


Trend  Pint  of  Number  of  Codea  (Annual) 


Overall  Trend  lluca 


were  obtained  for  fourth  quarter  1974.  The  solid  line  rcflccta  actual 
comparison  with  alnllar  plots  in  Appendix  3).  The  dotted  line  projccta 
Igure  baaed  on  an  average  fourth  quarter. 


total  nunber  of  cel  la  coded  during  the  period  Indicated 
: four  highest  values  In  each. 


Underlined 


Number  of  codea  • I 
figures  In  tablca  are 


1 

7 

0 

15 

12 

9 

16 

17 

27 

24 

41 

2 

23 

17 

38 

12 

18 

i! 

23 

20 

35 

52 

3 

4 

17 

6 

11 

22 

18 

17 

16 

49 

26 

4 

i; 

19 

2 

3 

37 

24 

53 

37 

26 

-- 

47 

53 

61 

38 

86 

111 

110 

100 

134 

119 

12 

13 

15 

10 

22 

28 

28 

25 

35 

40 

1 

137 

107 

157 

182 

43 

81 

138 

•27 

39 

83 

2 

103 

251 

97 

102 

46 

130 

89 

37 

21 

59 

3 

192 

78 

112 

52 

41 

43 

54 

63 

29 

22 

4 

106 

119 

226 

73 

49 

65 

42 

91 

51 

- 

538 

555 

592 

409 

179 

319 

323 

265 

140 

164 

135 

139 

148 

102 

45 

80 

81 

66 

35 

55 

(The  drop  in  the  latter  two  for  1974,  when  compared  to 
Figure  1,  appears  to  he  due  to  lack  of  data  for  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1974.)  General  political  means  peaked  in  1966 
and  1967. 

• On  the  other  hand,  the  trend  lines  for  furthering  peace 
and  security  in  Europe  by  dissolving  military  alliances, 
establishing  nuclear  free  zones,  and  general  military 
means  for  achieving  peace  and  security  in  Europe  have 
fallen  (as  do  the  trend  lines  for  the  military  matrices), 
except  in  1970  when  the  latter  two  peaked. 

• The  multilateral  agreements  trend  line  has  fallen  since 
1967  like  the  military-related  lines. 

• The  trend  line  for  mutual  balanced  force  reductions  (MBFR) 
rises  abruptly  in  1971,  roughly  paralleling  the  majority 
of  political  trend  lines  cited  above. 


In  general,  the  trend  lines  show,  over  the  last  10  years,  a marked  emphasis 
in  Soviet  media  output  toward  political  means  for  attaining  peace  and 
security  in  Europe,  and  away  from  military  means.  This  trend  with  respect 
to  military  means  parallels  the  trend  toward  declining  media  output  for 
military  subjects  in  general,  as  reflected  in  Figure  1. 

Goal  to  Defend  Against/Deter  Attack  by  Military  Means  Indicated.  All 

trend  lines  for  this  subject  (matrix  08 ) follow  the  overall  pattern 

for  military  matrices  given  in  Figure  1 — a decline  in  the  number  of  cod- 
ings from  1964  to  1974.  There  are,  however,  some  significant  differences 
in  the  trend  patterns: 

• The  trend  lines  for  the  Army  and  Air  Force  as:  means  to 
defend  against/deter  attack  are  quite  similar  and  dif- 
ferent from  the  other  trend  lines.  They  are  the  least 
mentioned  of  all  major  categories.  They  are  mentioned 
most  often  in  1964  to  mid-1968  (Army)  and  1965  to  1967 
(Air  Force)  and  then  not  at  all  until  late  1972  (Army) 
and  late  1971  (Air  Force).  Just  prior  to  the  inter- 
vention in  Czechoslovakia  until  the  development  of 
detente,  there  was  no  mention  of  these  two  services 
in  the  context  of  matrix  08 . 
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• The  trend  lines  for  the  defensive  and  offensive  stra- 
tegic nuclear  forces  (PVO  and  SRF)  and  for  strategic 
nuclear  warfare  are  quite  similar — all  three  decline 
to  almost  nothing  by  1974.  They  decline  somewhat  more 
than  the  overall  military  matrix  trend  lin^.  of  Figure  1. 

• The  trend  lines  for  combinations  of  services  and  for 
military  means  to  be  used  to  defend  against/deter 
attack  are  very  simija  and,  by  the  numbers  of  codings 
they  entail,  dominate  the  military  matrices  trend  line 
of  Figure  1.  The  trend  line  for  the  Navy  conforms  most 
closely  to  these. 

• The  trend  line  for  nuclear  means  of  defense/deterrence 
without  specifying  whether  they  are  strategic  or  tacti- 
cal. essentially  phases  out  in  1968.  Other  trend  lines 
(such  as  for  tactical  nuclear  warfare)  are  not  shown 
because  of  lack  of  sufficient  codes.  They  are  reflected 
in  the  tabular  data. 


Soviet  Perceptions  of  Relative  Soviet  and  U.S.  Military  Capabilities.  The 

trend  lines  for  this  subject  (matrix  34 ) are  generally  similar  to 

those  for  defense/deterrence  (matrix  08 ).  There  are  some  significant 

differences  in  trends. 


a The  most  striking  observation  is  the  perception  that 
Soviet  civil  defense  capabilities  are  increasing.  This 
trend  line  fell  slightly  from  1965-1971,  then  rose 
strongly  in  1972-74.  All  other  trend  lines  for  this 
matrix  have  shown  a general  downward  trend. 

• The  trend  line  for  increasing  Soviet  technological  and 
scientific  capability  in  military  matters  peaks  in  1965, 
in  early  1968,  and  in  1972-73,  and  disappears  in  1974. 

• Tactical  nuclear  capabilities,  of  concern  particularly 
in  1967,  are  no  longer  mentioned  after  mid-1971.  The 

nuclear  unspecified  trend  line,  as  for  matrix  08 , 

essentially  disappears  after  1968.  Thus,  after  1968, 
the  focus  of  nuclear  comments  was  solely  on  strategic 
nuclear  capabilities. 


General  Observations.  The  observations  cited  above  are  based  on  visual 
examinations.  Statistical  techniques  such  as  correlation,  regression, 
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and  difference  of  means  tests  can  be  used  to  establish  accurately  differ- 
ences in  trend  line  slopes,  the  degree  of  co-variation  of  different  trend 
lines,  and  the  confidence  that  the  characteristics  of  the  trend  lines  are 
meaningful  and  not  just  due  to  chance.  As  demonstrated  in  the  earlier 
Soviet  perceptions  study  by  CACI  (1975),  these  techniques  can  be  used  to 
pursue  specific  items  of  interest,  and  should  be  used  to  develop  broad 
insights  that  are  not  obvious  visually. 


Data  by  Individual  Source.  The  data  are  presented  in  Appendix  4 in  two 
formats : 


• Data  by  topic  (matrix  cell)  on  which  Politburo  members, 
more  prominent  other  sources,  media  commentators,  and 
draft  communiques  and  resolutions  make  coded  statements. 


Data  by  quarter  for  highly  prominent  sources,  aggregated 
for  all  topics,  and  broken  down  by  pertinent  themes  where 
data  density  (number  of  codes)  supports  it. 


Individual  Source  Data  by  Topic  and  Theme ..  The  data  are  in  three  tables 
in  Appendix  4,  one  for  each  content  analysis  matrix.  A percentage  is 
given  for  each  source,  under  the  raw  data  figure.  This  permits  meaning- 
ful comparisons  between  individual  sources,  or  with  or  between  aggregated 
sources,  in  terms  of  emphasis  given  to  a given  topic.  For  example,  36 
percent  of  Brezhnev’s  statements  for  all  three  matrices  were  coded  on 
matrix  08 , concerning  Soviet  force-structuring  goals.  This  was  some- 

what less  than  that  for  all  Politburo  members  (47  percent) , much  less  than 
for  Shelepin  (76  percent)  but  more  than  for  Podgorniy  (24  percent).  For  a 
few  Politburo  members,  the  number  of  coded  statements  is  too  low  to  be 
statistically  meaningful.  But  this,  in  itself,  says  something  about 
their  status  as  spokesmen  for  the  regime.  Pertinent  observations  with 
respect  to  the  tables  for  each  matrix  follow. 


European  Peace  and  Security  (Matrix  04 ) ■ Table  1 shows  the  relative 

concentration  of  various  groups  on  this  topic  in  their  statements. 


4 


Note  the  almost  complete  lack  of  comment  in  this  area  by  the  military, 
and  the  heavy  coverage  in  communiques  and  draft  declarations.  Some 
specific  observations  based  on  Appendix  4 are  as  follows; 


Among  the  military,  Yakubovskiy  (as  Warsaw  Pact  Commander) 
and  Grechko  are  the  only  two  to  comment  significantly  on 
means  to  attain  peace  and  security  in  Western  Europe.  No 
naval  officer  had  any  comment  on  the  subject.  The  prime 
focus  of  Grechko  and  Yakubovskiy  was  on  CSCE  and  on  general 
military  means  to  be  used. 

The  most  senior  members  of  the  Politburo  (Brezhnev, 

Kosygin,  Podgorniy)  made  the  bulk  of  their  coded  comments 
on  this  subject — over  60  percent  in  each  case.  Gromyko 
and  Mazurov  made  over  80  percent  of  their  statements  on 
this  topic.  But  many  of  the  lesser  Politburo  members — 
and  some  more  important  ones  like  Suslov  and  Grechko — 
had  little  to  say  on  the  subject.  In  most  cases,  either 
they  concentrated  on  it — over  60  percent  of  the  state- 
ments— or  they  paid  relatively  little  attention  to  it — 
less  than  30  percent  of  the  statements. 


Soviet  Force-Structur j.ng  Goals  (Matrix  08 ).  Table  2 shows  the  rela- 

tive concentration  of  various  groups  on  this  topic  in  their  statements. 
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TABLE  1 

Aggregated  Source  Concentration  on  Matrix  04 

European  Peace  and  Security 


Aggregated  Sources 


% of  All  Statements  Coded  on  04 


Politburo 
Army/Air  Force 
Navy 

All  Military 

Media  (no  identified  individual) 
Communique  or  Draft  Declaration 
Other  Sources 
Total  (weighted) 
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TABLE  2 

Aggregated  Source  Concentration  on  Matrix  08 

Soviet  Force-Structuring  Goals 


Aggregated  Sources 


% of  All  Statements  Coded  on  08 


Politburo 
Army/Air  Force 
Navy 

All  Military 

Media  (no  identified  individual) 
Communique  or  Draft  Declaration 
Other  Sources 
Total  (weighted) 


Table  2 indicates  that  the  military  and  miscellaneous  minor  sources  (mostly 
military)  concentrated  most  heavily  on  this  topic,  with  media  coverage 
average  as  compared  with  total  individual  coverage.  The  following  spe- 
cific observations  can  be  made  based  on  the  tables  in  Appendix  4. 


• Soviet  force-structuring  goals  appears  to  be  a rela- 
tively safe  topic  for  lesser  Politburo  members.  The 

17  (out  of  26 — the  bottom  two-thirds)  Politburo  members 
cited  over  this  10-year  period  who  were  coded  least 
frequently  had  an  average  concentration  on  this  sub- 
ject of  65  percent,  as  compared  to  50  percent  for  the 
9 most  frequently  cited  ones  (the  top  third).  That 
top  third  included  Grechko  (81  percent)  , Suslov  (94 
percent),  Kirilenko  (73  percent),  and  Shelest  (67 
percent).  The  rest  were  36  percent  (Brezhnev)  or 
below. 

• There  were  few  Politburo  comments  on  the  Army  and  Navy 
and  those  that  were  made  favored  the  Army.  Almost  all 
Politburo  statements  addressed  the  combined  services 
and  general  military  capabilities. 

• Gromyko,  as  would  be  expected,  did  not  dwell  on  this 
topic  (11  percent  as  a Politburo  member,  13  percent 
before  he  entered  the  Politburo). 
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• Marshall  Yakubovskiy  who,  as  Warsaw  Pact  Commander,  had 

relatively  much  to  say  on  European  pence  and  securi ty 
was  the  only  military  man  who  made  less  than  60  percent 
vf  fcig  oti  this  topic. 

• Military  personnel  spoke  much  more  on  specific  services 
and  types  of  warfare  than  did  others,  except  that  the 
media  commentators  concentrated  twice  as  much  on  stra- 
tegic forces  and  strategic  nuclear  war  as  the  primary 
military  commentators. 

• Relatively  few  (12  percent)  communiques  or  draft  declar- 
ations dealt  with  this  subject  and  always  in  very  general 
terms. 


Soviet  Statements  About  Soviet  and  U.S.  Force  Trends  (Matrix  34 ). 

Table  3 shows  the  relative  concentration  of  various  groups  on  this  topic 
in  their  statements. 


TABLE  3 

Aggregated  Source  Concentration  on  Matrix  34 

Statements  About  Soviet  and  U.S.  Force  Trends 


The  pattern  for  Table  3 is  somewhat  different  than  that  for  Table  2, 
although  both  involve  military  topics.  The  Navy  heavily  overparticipated 
in  discussing  force-structuring  goals  (135  percent  of  the  average),  but 
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Aggregated  Sources 

% of  All  Statements  Coded  on  34 

Politburo 

5 

Army/Air  Force 

24 

Navy 

16 

All  Military 

23 

Media  (no  identified  individual) 

8 

Communique  or  Draft  Declaration 

1 

Other  Sources 

23 

Total  (weighted) 

17 

16 
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it  slightly  underparticipated  in  discussing  relative  force  trends  (94  per- 
cent of  the  average).  The  media  showed  a similar  trend  (down  from  102 
percent  of  the  average  iu  Table  2 to  only  46  percent  of  the  average  in 
Table  3),  with  the  Politburo  and  communiques  and  draft  declarations  show- 
ing equal  3 y (riwSM  drop*.  It  cffnni',  rJii*  tvo  tobies  f^dirare  rha'  the  Army 
spokesmen  ("other  sources"  is  mainly  minor  army  spokesmen)  provide  the 
great  bulk  of  comments  on  force  trends.  Additional  observations  based 
on  Appendix  4 are  as  follows: 


• Three  relatively  minor  Politburo  members  (Shcherbitskiy , 
Ustinov,  and  Grishin)  provide  approximately  a quarter 

of  the  relatively  low  Politburo  output  on  this  subject. 

• Vershinen,  a Marshall  in  the  Air  Force,  is  the  military 
spokesman  who  devotes  the  greatest  proportion  of  his 
comments  to  this  subject. 

• Strategic  forces,  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  and  science 

and  technology  are  the  specific  means  most  often  per- 
ceived as  increasing  relative  to  the  United  States,  with 
specific  means  (as  opposed  to  combinations  of  services 
or  general  military  forces)  receiving  almost  two-thirds 
of  the  codes  (in  contrast  to  matrix  08 on  force- 

structuring goals,  where  the  specific  means  received 
only  about  one-third  of  the  codes). 


Individual  Source  Data  - Trend  Lines 

These  trend  lines  are  also  included  in  Appendix  4.  Some  of  the  more  per- 
tinent observations  derived  from  these  trend  lines  are: 


Brezhnev  increasingly  talked  of  summitry  as  a means  to 
bring  peace  and  security  to  Europe  except  in  1968.  He 
has  spoken  less  and  less  on  major  military  topics,  except 
in  1970  when  he  greatly  increased  his  statements. 

Kosygin  and  Gromyko  also  discussed  summitry  increasingly 
from  1965-1974.  Kosygin’s  statements  increased  markedly 
on  the  subject  in  1971,  two  years  earlier  than  Brezhnev. 
Gromyko’s  peaked  in  1974,  one  year  after  Brezhnev. 
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Considering  peaks  and  valleys  in  the  trend  lines,  Brezhnev 
and  Kosygin  appear  to  have  similar  overall  trend  lines,  as 
do  Krylov  and  Vershinen.  Comparison  of  such  trend  lines 
could  be  greatly  facilitated  by  the  use  of  correlation 
techniques. 


Overall,  Brezhnev,  Podgorniy,  and  Grechko  appeared  to 
maintain  relative  stability  in  output  over  the  10- 
year  period,  albeit  with  some  peak  years.  Kosygin, 
Shelest,  and  to  some  extent  Shelepin,  Suslov,  Krylov, 
and  Zakharov,  appeared  to  decrease  in  output  over  the 
period.  Krylov  (in  1972),  Vershinin • (in  1970),  and 
Malinovskiy  (in  1968)  all  terminated  output.  Yakubovskiy 
was  prominent  primarily  in  1968-1971.  Kirilenko,  Gromyko, 
and  Gorshkov  (discounting  a peak  in  1968)  all  appeared 
to  increase  in  output  over  the  period.  The  uf'e  of 
regression  lines  might  be  useful  in  assessing  trends 
of  this  nature. 


The  output  through  media  commentators  was  comparatively  high  in  the 
early  part  of  the  period  and  low  later.  The  output  of  communiques  and 
draft  resolutions  was  the  reverse.  These  two  time  trends  relate  well 
to  the  information  developed  in  the  discussion  of  matrix  cell  trend 
lines,  namely,  that  military  topics  had  relatively  more  prominence  in 
the  early  years  of  the  period,  and  media  commentators  dwelt  more  heavily 
on  military  topics.  The  .-reverse  of  this  situation  was  true  for  the  later 
portion  of  the  period  and  for  communiques — political  matters  weighed  more 
heavily  then,  and  communiques  and  draft  resolutions  were  oriented  toward 
political  matters. 


Data  by  Target 


The  data  are  reflected  in  Table  4.  Note  that  only  with  respect  to  Euro- 
pean peace  and  security  was  there  a significant  target  audience  outside 
the  Soviet  bloc,  and  there  it  was  just  over  11  percent.  Virtually  all 
of  the  statements  concerning  the  military  appear  to  have  been  designed 
for  internal  consumption. 
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TABLE  4 

Data  by  Target 


Matrix  (Topic)  Target  (by  %) 


Soviet 

Eastern 

United 

Other 

Not 

Union 

Europe 

States 

Foreign 

Specified 

(04- 

) 

European  Peace  and 
Security 

76.5 

10.5 

.8 

10.9 

1.3 

(08- 

— ) 

Force-Structuring  Goals 

91.2 

6.5 

.1 

1.6 

.6 

(34- 

— ) 

Force  Trends 

86.3 

13.0 

0.0 

0.0 

.7 

Data  for  Addition  Dimensions  for  Matrix  08 


Trend  lines  and  tabular  data  for  these  dimensions  are  contained  in 
Appendix  5.  The  dimensions  themselves  are  set  forth  in  detail  in  Appen- 
dix 1.  These  are  discussed  by  dimension  below: 


• Deter/Defend  Dimension.  (84  percent  coder  agreement) 
This  dimension  involved  discriminating  among  the  terms 
deter,  defend,  retaliate,  defeat,  and  "other"  in  stat- 
ing the  objective  of  Soviet  force-structuring  building. 
Defend  occurred  most  by  over  two  out  of  three  (1019 
codes  out  of  1447),  and  retaliate  accounted  for  250  of 
the  rest.  The  trends  that  varied  significantly  from 
the  overall  patterns  of  Figure  1 are: 

- Retaliate  is  strong  in  the  mid-60's,  fades  to  almost 
nothing  from  1968  on. 

Deter  peaks  in  1967,  1971,  and  1973,  and  is  never 
very  consequential  (32  codes  over  10  years). 


- Defeat,  after  peaking  strongly  in  1967,  fades  rapidly 
and  disappears  in  1973.  It  involves  a total  of  only 
56  codes. 
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Superior Ity /Par tty  Dimension.  (95  percent  coder  agreement) 
This  dimension  involved  discrimination  among  the  terms 
superiority,  parity,  inferiority,  and  "other"  in  describing 
force-structuring  objectives.  Only  superiority  had  any 
significant  mention — and  that  was  54  codes  (about  3 percent 
of  the  total).  Almost  all  references  to  superiority  were 
in  the  mid-  and  late-1960's. 


Attain/Maintain  Dimension.  (81  percent  of  coder  agreement) 


This  dimension  discriminated  among  the  terms  attain,  main- 
tain, increase  of  an  already  possessed  capability  (possess- 
increase)  , and  "other"  in  describing  military  capabilities. 
Possess-increase  had  just  over  half  of  the  codes,  and  main- 
tain just  over  a third.  Attain  had  only  32  codes.  Com- 
pared to  Figure  1,  overall  military  trends,  maintain  was 
lower  in  1971-1972;  possess-increase  was  the  same;  and 
attain,  peaking  in  1967  like  defeat  on  the  defend/deter 
dimension,  faded  out  after  1968. 


Qualitative /Quantitative  Dimension.  (92  percent  coder 
agreement)  This  dimension  discriminated  between  qualita- 
tive and  quantitative  superiority  in  coded  statements. 
Only  18  statements  were  coded  qualitative  and  21  quanti- 
tative; the  rest  were  other.  Both  of  these  terms  were 
used  in  1965  and  1966,  peaked  in  1967,  then  faded  away. 


SUBSTANTIVE  AND  METHODOLOGICAL  FINDINGS 


With  Respect  to  Thematic  Matrix  Content  Analysis  Procedures 


There  are  three  findings  with  respect  to  content  analysis  procedures 
using  thematic  matrices: 


Thematic  matrix  content  analysis  can  be  accomplished 
using  complex  matrices  with  supplementary  dimensions 
at  acceptable  levels  of  reliability  (in  excess  of  .80 
Scott's  pi  values). 


Thematic  matrix  content  analysis  can  be  highly  produc- 
tive (producing  over  4,000  codes  from  130,000  lines  of 
text  by  two  coders  in  five  weeks). 


Thematic  content  analysis  can  produce  highly  respon- 
sive discriminating  results  and  is  capable  of  con- 
siderable sophistication  in  application. 
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With  Respect  to  Thematic  Trends 
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There  are  six  primary  findings  with  respect  to  topical  trends  (con- 
sidering a matrix  cell  to  represent  a specific  theme,  a matrix  as  a 
whole  to  represent  an  overall  topic) . 


• Soviet  expressions  of  interest  in  peace  and  security 
for  Europe  have  risen  markedly  over  the  last  10  years. 


• Soviet  expressions  of  military  force-structuring  goals 
and  of  perceived  trends  in  relative  USSR/U.S.  military 
strength  have  declined  over  the  last  10  years,  with  a 
noticeable  drop  in  1969. 


With  respect  to  peace  and  security  in  Europe,  Soviet 
statements  involving  political  means  to  reach  this 
objective  have  tended  to  increase,  and  those  involving 
military  or  military-related  means  have  tended  to 
decrease  over  the  last  10  years. 


• With  respect  to  Soviet  force-structuring  means  to 
defend  the  Soviet  bloc  and  related  goals: 


- The  Army  and  Air  Force,  as  means  toward  this  goal, 
are  not  mentioned  from  approximately  1968-1971,  and 
seldom  mentioned  after  that  period. 


- The  trend  lines  for  mention  of  strategic  forces 

and  nuclear  warfare  means  toward  this  goal  decrease 
from  1965-1974  at  a somewhat  faster  rate  than  the 
overall  trend  line  for  all  means. 


- Trend  lines  for  other  means  toward  this  goal  gen- 
erally decrease  at  the  same  rate  as  the  average 
for  all  means  over  1965-1974. 


• With  respect  to  Soviet  perceptions  of  relative  USSR/U.S, 
military  strength: 


Alone  among  the  areas  of  comparison,  Soviet  civil 
defense  capabilities  are  indicated  as  markedly 
increasing  over  the  period  1965-1974. 


The  trend  line  for  increasing  Soviet  technological 
and  scientific  capability  in  military  matters 
peaks  in  1965,  early  1968,  and  1972-1973.  It 
disappears  in  1974. 
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Tactical  nuclear  capabilities,  mentioned  in  the 
mid-  and  late-1960's,  are  no  longer  mentioned  after 
mid- 1971. 


The  trend  lines  for  other  areas  of  comparison  (such 
as  Army,  Navy,  strategic  forces)  generally  decline 
more  or  less  slowly  and  irregularly  from  1965-1974. 


• The  trend  lines  and  data  for  all  matrices  appeared 

well-suited  to  more  sophisticated  statistical  analysis 
as  a means  for  providing  significant  additional  infor- 
mation not  otherwise  readily  deduc.iblc  from  the  data. 


With  Respect  to  Individual  Sources 


There  are  two  primary  findings  relating  to  analysis  of  the  data  obtained 
with  respect  to  individual  sources. 


• Meaningful  comparisons  between  individual  sources 
and/or  aggregated  groups  of  individual  sources  were 
feasible  with  respect  to  topics  for  which  there  were 
sources  of  Soviet  media  statements.  For  example: 


There  was  a marked  differentiation  among  Politburo 
members  as  to  topics  they  addressed.  Those  of 
less  prominence  addressed  the  military  subjects 
proportionally  more,  peace  and  security  in  Europe 
less.  Prominent  members  addressed  peace  and  security 
in  Europe  more.  But  there  were  some  marked  excep- 
tions to  this — particularly  Suslov,  Grechko,  Kirilenko, 
and  Shelest. 


By  far  the  main  source  of  comments  on  relative  mili- 
tary strength  was  the  military,  with  relatively  little 
comment  by  the  Politburo  or  general  media  sources. 

This  disparity  was  not  true  in  speaking  of  certain 
force-structuring  goals  where,  for  example,  the  media 
spokesman  put  almost  twice  as  much  emphasis  on  strategic 
forces  and  strategic  nuclear  war  as  the  primary  military 
spokesmen  did. 


Analyses  of  individual  source  data  over  time  were  infor- 
mative both  as  to  changes  in  emphasis  among  themes  over 
time  by  individuals  and  as  to  parallelism  (or  lack 
thereof)  for  different  individuals  in  their  media 
exposure  and  topics. 
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With  Respect  to  Media  Targets 


Media  targets  were  almost  entirely  Soviet  bloc  for  the  military'  themes, 
and  were  all  but  approximately  12  percent  Soviet  bloc  for  the  peace  and 
security  in  Europe  themes. 


With  Respect  to  Additional  Dimensions 


There  are  four  primary  findings  with  respect  to  the  additional  dimen- 


sions to  matrix  08 . 


On  the  deter/defend  dimensions: 


- Defend  was  the  predominant  theme,  followed  by 
retaliate. 


Themes  of  retaliation  and  defeat  were  present  in 
the  mid-sixties,  faded  in  the  late- sixties , and 
did  not  reappear. 


- The  deter  theme  was  of  minor  importance. 


On  the  superiority/parity  dimension  there  was  little 
meaningful  differentiation.  Superiority  was  mentioned 
on  about  3 percent  of  the  codes  in  the  mid-  and  late- 
1960' s.  Otherwise,  there  was  no  discrimination  on  this 
dimension. 


On  the  attain/maintain  dimension,  there  was  significant 
discrimination  in  that  an  increase  of  an  already  possessed 
military  capability  had  about  half  the  codes,  and  main- 
tenance of  that  capability  had  about  a third.  Attaining 
a military  capability  (which  as  an  objective,  implies  a 
present  lack  of  that  capability)  had  less  than  5 percent 
of  the  codes. 


• There  was  no  useful  differentiation  on  the  qualitative/ 
quantitative  dimension — only  about  1 percent  of  the  codes 
were  related  to  either  of  these  terms. 
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Appendix  1 


Revised  Thematic  Matrices: 


04 , Soviet  Goals  (Political) 

Western  European  Regional  Objectives 


08 , Soviet  Goals  (Military) 

Force  Structure  Requirements  (with  added  dimensional  supplement) 


34 , Other  Soviet  Perceptions  (Military) 

Relative  Military  Capabilities 
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04  (Revised  29  September  1975)  Soviet  Goals  (Political) 

Western  European  Regional  Objectives 
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conventional  arras  reduction  is  discussed 
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Matrix  08  (Revised  29  September  1975) 


Soviet  Coals  (Military) 
Force  Structure  Requirements 


Means  (Service)** 


Means  (Type  Warfare)** 


It  is  (a)  (consonant  with) 
Soviet  goal(s)  to  attain/ 
maintain  the  following 
capabilities  by  the  means 
indicated: 


a)  the  capability  to 
defend  against  or  deter 
an  attack  against  the  USSR, 
East  European  Communist 
countries  and  Cuba 


b)  the  capability  to  defeat 
or  deter  U.S.  imperialist 
aggression  and  support  of 
counter-revolution  in  the 
Third  World 


c)  the  capability  for  the 
military  defeat  of  China 


d)  the  capability  for  the 
military  defeat  of  NATO 


e)  the  capability  to  sup- 
port Soviet  foreign  policy 
(specifically  stated  as  such) 


f)  military  capabilities  for 
other  reasons  (to  include 
Inferred  support  of  Soviet 
foreign  policy)  or  for  unspec- 
ified reasons 


I 
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u 

M 

0 

Nuclear  Warfare 

V 

u 
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SRF 

Any  Combination 
above 

Strategic 

Tactical 

General  (undif- 
ferentiated) 
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General  Milita 

(undifferentia 

05 
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01 

02 

03 

06 

05 

*n,ls  matrix  includes  two  dimensions.  Four  other  dimensions  require  coding.  The  manner  and  validation  of  this  coding  is 
indicated  on  the  matrix  03  supplement  attached. 

“With  respect  to  the  United  States,  capitalists,  or  potential  aggressor,  in  general.  Either  or  both  type  means  will  be 
coded  ao  appropriate. 
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Matrix  08  Supplement 


Ad  d i t i o na 1 Dimensions 


Matrix  08  reflects  two  dimensions.  For  each  cell  selected  from  matrix  08, 
four  additional  dimensions  describing  the  substance  of  the  goals  and  means 
used  to  attain  them  are  to  be  coded.  These  dimensions  are  the  deter/defend, 
superiority/parity,  attain/maintain,  and  qualitative/quantitative  dimen- 
sions. These  dimensions  are  constituted  as  follows: 


Deter/Defend  Dimension 


1.  Deter  (use  of  this  specific  term) 

2.  Defend  (reliably  protect,  or  equivalent) 

3.  Retaliate  (administer  a crushing  rebuff, 
or  equivalent) 

4.  Defeat  (attain  assured  victory,  or 
equivalent) 

5.  Other  (or  no)  comparable  terms 


Superiority/Parity  Dimension 

1. 


Superiority  (that  specific  word  or  its 
derivations  such  as  1 become  superior  ) 


2. 

*3. 

4. 


Parity  (that,  specific  word  or  its  clear 
equivalent  such  as  equality) 

Inferiority  (that  specific  word  or  its 
clear  equivalent) 

Any  other  indication,  or  no  indication 
on  this  dimension. 


Attain/Maintain  Dimension 


1. 


Attain  (acquire,  seek,  require  further 
increase, — any  term  clearly  indicating 
that  the  capabilities  described  are  not 
currently  possessed,  but  are  to  be 
sought  for  the  future) 


2.  Maintain  (possess,  are  adequate— any 
term  clearly  indicating  that  the  capa- 
bilities described  are  currently  pos- 
sessed and  are  to  be  retained) 


* This  term  is  n7t  expected,  but  is  included  for  completeness  in  defin- 
ing the  dimension. 


3 


■| 


- - 


u 


*3. 


Relinquish  (any  term  clearly  indicating 
an  intent  that  the  capabilities  described 
will  be  permitted  to  deteriorate  relative 
to  the  United  States) 


4. 


Any  other  indication,  or  no  indication  on 
this  dimension 


Qualitative/Quantitative  Dimension 

1. 


Qualitative  superiority  (parity,  etc.)  is 
to  be  sought  (maintained,  etc.).  This 
includes  technological  superiority  when 
clearly  specified  as  such. 

Quantitative  superiority  (parity,  etc.)  is 
to  be  sought  (maintained,  etc.) 


3. 


Any  other  indication,  or  no  indication  on 
this  dimension 


•ft- 

This  term  is  not  expected,  but  is  included  for  completeness  in  defin- 
ing the  dimension. 
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Appendix  2 
Coding  Procedures 
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PROJECT  CODING  PROCEDURES 
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UNITS  OF  ANALYSIS 

The  context  unit  coded  in  this  project  is  a single  Foreign  Broadcast 
Information  Service  (FBIS)  item  carried,  in  most  cases,  in  the  Dail^ 
Report.  The  item  may  be,  for  example,  a TASS  transmission,  a Radio  Mos- 
cow broadcast , or  an  article  from  Pravda  or  l^ve£tiy_a.  The  recording 
unit  is  the  theme,  a single  assertion  of  a Soviet  foreign  policy  goal  or 
perception  which  is  codable  to  one  of  the  three  matrices  (04,  08,  or  34). 
A single  theme  is  considered  to  reflect  one  specific  goal  or  perception, 
that  is,  each  theme  is  exclusive  to  a single  matrix  cell.  Of  course, 
each  unit  may  contain  numerous  themes. 

CODING  PROCEDURES 


For  each  theme  identified,  the  coders  followed  the  following  procedure. 

1.  The  year  (last  two  digits),  month,  day,  section,  and  page  number  of 
the  FBIS  Daily  Report  from  which  the  theme  was  selected  was  recorded  in 
the  first  ten  columns  of  the  coding  forms.  The  section  letter  was  trans- 
lated to  a numerical  code  (see  Section  I of  the  attached  code  list).  In 
some  cases,  the  theme  is  contained  in  a source  other  than  the  Daily; 

Report  for  the  Soviet  Union.  These  sources  are  indicated  in  the  Section 

I code  list  (e.g.,  JPRS=90) . 

Example:  A theme  taken  from  the  FBIS  Daily_R££q£t  (Soviet  Union  of  May 

12,  1972  on  page  8 of  section  E would  be  coded.  720->1^05U 

2.  The  quarter  of  the  year  on  which  the  statement  was  reported  was  coded 
next.  Daily  Report  issues  of  January,  February,  and  March  were  coded  as 
1,  for  the  first  annual  quarter.  Other  three-month  groups  followed 
sequentially  for  each  year. 


1 


3.  Coders  next  identified  the  primary  source  of  the  themes,  that  is, 

the  individual  or  group  who  originated  the  statement.  The  alphabetical 
and  numerical  lists  are  provided  in  Section  II  of  the  attached  codes. 
Note  that  the  first  digit  identifies  the  aggregate  bureaucratic  or  func- 
tional group:  100  series,  Politburo  full  and  candidate  members;  600 

series,  joint  statements;  700  series,  foreign  ministry  members;  800 
series,  other  primary  sources,  usually  less  party/state  officials  or 
academicians. 

4.  Next,  the  secondary  source  (the  reporting  medium)  was  coded  accord- 
ing to  the  list  in  Section  III. 

5.  The  target  audience  to  which  the  secondary  source  was  directed  was 
recorded  by  the  Section  IV  codes  attached.  Thus,  "Radio  Moscow  in  Eng- 
lish to  North  America"  would  receive  a secondary  source  code  of  "1"  and 
a target  audience  code  of  3. 

6.  The  matrix  cell  which  identifies  the  theme  is  represented  by  a six 
digit  number  which  locates  in  sequence  the  matrix,  column,  and  row  of 
the  box. 


7.  Following  the  matrix  cell  information,  the  coders  entered  the  two 
digit  code  which  identified  the  FBIS  category  from  which  the  statement 
was  extracted.  See  attached  list,  Section  V for  the  codes. 

8.  Each  context  unit  in  each  FBIS  category  received  a sequential  identi 
fication  number  to  facilitate  future  referencing.  This  three  digit  num- 
ber was  coded  after  the  FBIS  category  code  was  entered. 

9.  inally,  in  those  cases  where  a statement  was  coded  for  matrix  08, 
additional  information  was  recorded  for  each  of  four  supplemental  di- 
mensions. Codes  for  these  dimensions  are  contained  in  Section  VI. 
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CODE  LIST 


I.  FBIS  SECTION  CODES 


CODE 


SECTION 


01 

02 

03 

04 

05 

06 

07 

08 

09 

10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

H 

I 

J 

K 

L 

M 

N 

0 

P 

Q 

R 

S 

T 

U 

V 
W 
X 

Y 
Z 


FBIS  SECTION  CODES  (Cont'd) 


CODE 


SECTION 


CODE 


27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 


SECTION 


AA 

BB 

CC 

DD 

EE 

FF 

GG 

HH 

II 

JJ 

KK 

LL 

MM 

NN 

00 

PP 

QQ 

RT- 

SS 

TT 

UU 

W 

WW 

XX 

YY 

ZZ 

AAA 

BBB 

CCC 


90 

JPRS 

91 

FPIR 

92 

FPD  (! 

93 

EE  DR 

94 

EE  DR 

95 

SU  DR 

96 

ME  DR 

97 

FE  DR 
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Ila.  PRIMARY  SOURCE  CODES  (Alphabetical  Order) 


SOURCE 


CODE 


Agaltsov  (Marshal) 

Alekseyev,  N.  (Colonel  General) 

Alekseyev,  V.  (Admiral) 

Alekseyev,  V.  (Colonel) 

Alekseyev,  N.  (Colonel)  / Ivanov,  0.  (joint  statement) 

Altunin,  A.  (Colonel  General) 

Amelko  (Admiral) 

Andreyev,  V.  (Rear  Admiral) 

Andropov  (PB  CPSU) 

Ai.ureyev,  I.  I.  (Major  General) 

Aristov  (PB  CPSU) 

Babadzhanyan,  K.  (Marshal) 

Babakov,  A.  (Colonel) 

Babakov,  A.  (Colonel)  / Rybnikovi  (joint  statement) 

Bachkarev,  (General) 

Bagramyan,  L.K. 

Baibakov,  N.  (Chairman,  State  Planning  Commission) 

Baksov,  A. I.  (Colonel  General) 

Baranov,  S.  (Colonel) 

Batitskiy,  P.  F.  (General) 

Batov,  P.  (General) 

Baykov,  (Admiral) 

Bednyagin,  A.  I.  (Lt.  General) 

Belonozkho,  S.  (Colonel  General) 

Beykenov.  (Major  General) 

Bochkarev,  K.  (Major) 

Bojcsuk.  J.  (Lt.  Colonel-Hung.) 

Bondarenko,  V.  (Lt.  Colonel) 

Borovykh,  A.  (Colonel  General) 

Brayko,  (Colonel  General) 

Brezhnev,  L.  I.  (PB  CPSU) 

/ Kosygin,  A.  N.  (joint  statement) 

/Kosygin,  A.  N.  / Podgorniy,  N.  (joint  statement) 
/Mazurov,  K.  T.  (joint  statement) 

/Podgorniy,  N.  / Shelest,  P.  (joint  statement) 
(Marshal) 

V.  (Major  General) 


Brezhnev, 

Brezhnev, 

Brezhnev, 

Brezhnev, 

Bydennyy, 


L. 

L. 

L. 

L. 

S. 

A. 


I. 

I. 

I. 

I. 


Chapayev, 

Chelin,  A.  (Colonel) 

Cherednichenko , M.  L.  (Major  General) 
Cherokov,  V.  (Vice  Admiral) 
Chistyakov,  (Marshal) 

Chizh,  V.  F.  (Colonel  General) 
Chugunov,  N.  V.  (Lt.  General) 

Chuykov,  V.  I.  (Marshal) 

Dankervich,  P.  B.  (Colonel  General) 


201 

503 
570 

504 
601 

505 
202 

203 
107 
568 
117 

576 
260 
602 

204 

289 
814 
586 

506 

205 

521 

291 

522 

206 

292 
545 
806 

207 
284 

523 
101 
603 

605 

606 
607 

577 

507 
294 

290 
502 

208 

508 
282 

209 

210 
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SOURCE 


CODE 


Demlchev  (PB  CPSU) 

Demin,  N.  (Lt.  General) 

Derevyanko,  (Lt.  Colonel) 

Fedorenko  (Academician) 

Fcdyuninskiy , (General) 

Fominykn  (Vice  Admiral) 

Garbuzov,  V.  (Min.  Finance) 

Gerasimov,  K.  M.  (Budget  Planning  Commission) 
Glazov,  V.  (Colonel) 

Golikov,  (Marshal) 

Goncharov,  V.  A.  (Major  General) 

Gorchakov,  P.  (Lt . General) 

Gorshkov,  S.  (Admiral) 

Grachev,  S.  T.  (Major  General) 

Grechko,  A.  A.  (Marshal,  Def . Min.) 

Grechko,  A.  A.  (April,  1973-on:  PB  CPSU) 

Grechko,  S.  (Colonel  General) 

Grekov,  V.  (Colonel  General) 

Grigoryev,  M.  G.  (Colonel  General) 

Grishanov,  V.  (Admiral) 

Grishin,  V.  V.  (PB  CPSU) 

(Lt.  General) 

V.  (Major  General) 

(Foreign  Minister) 

(April,  1973-on:  PB  CPSU) 

(Colonel) 


Grishkov,  N 
Gritskov,  F 
Gromyko,  A. 
Gromyko,  A. 
Grudinin,  I. 


(Col.)  (joint  statement) 


Ivanov,  0.  (T.t,  Colonel) 

Ivanov,  0.  (Lt.  Colonel)  / Alekseyev,  V. 

Ivanovsky,  Y.  (General) 

Kablukov  (Colonel) 

Kadomstev,  A.  (Lt . General,  Air  Force) 

Kalshnik,  (Colonel  General) 

Kamanin  (Lt.  General) 

Kapitonov  (Sec'y  CPSU) 

Karpov,  V.  N.  (Lt.  General) 

Kasatonov,  V.  A.  (Admiral) 

Katukov,  M.  Y.  (Marshal) 

Katushev,  K.  (Sec'y  CPSU) 

Kazakov,  K.  P.  (General) 

Kazarov,  A.  (Engr. -Major  General) 

Khalipov,  I.  (Colonel  General) 

Kharich,  V.  (Colonel) 

Kharlamov  (Admiral) 

Khlcstov  (For.  Ministry  - MBFR  delegate) 

Khomulo,  M.  G.  (Colonel) 

Kirilenko  (PB  CPSU) 

Kirsanov,  P.  (Lt.  General) 

Kor.dratkov , (Lt.  Colonel)  / Shelyag,  V.  (Adm.)  (joint  statement) 
Konev  (Marshal) 

Konstantinov  (CC  CPSU) 

Koshevoy  (General) 

Kosygin,  A.  (PB  CPSU) 

Kosygin,  A.  N.  /Brezhnev,  L.  I.  (joint  statement) 


118 

509 

558 

822 

524 

269 

809 

816 

211 

267 

518 

218 

213 
560 

214 
108 
577 
560 

215 
540 
115 
298 
538 
701 
109 

510 

511 
601 

216 
293 

217 
525 
582 

830 
542 

218 
556 

831 


219 

285 

221 

222 

500 

704 

565 

106 

283 

604 

262 

818 

526 

102 

604 
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SOURCE 


CODE 


Kosygin,  A.  N.  / Brezhnev,  L.  I.  / Podgorniy,  N.  (joint  statement) 
Kotov,  P.  (Admiral) 

Kovalev,  A.  (For.  Ministry  - Dep.  Min.) 

Kozhevnikov , Y.  F.  (Party/State  Official) 

Kozlov,  S.  (Major  General) 

Krasovskiy  (Marshal) 

Krylov,  N.  I.  (Marshal) 

Krypnov,  S.  (Colonel) 

Krysenko,  L.  D. 

Kulakov,  F.  D.  (PB  CPSU) 

Kuleshov  (Marshal) 

Kulikov,  V.  (General;  Army) 

Kunayev,  D.  A.  (Kazakh  Party)  (PB  CPSU) 

Kurchohikin,  P.  (General) 

Kutakhov,  P.  S.  (Marshal) 

Larionov,  V.  (Colonel) 

Lavrenov  (Lt.  General) 

Leontyev  (Lt.  General) 

Lif shits,  M.  (Colonel) 

Lobanov,  V.  F.  (Lt.  General) 

Labov,  S.  M.  (Admiral) 

Losik  (Colonel  General) 

Lukonin,  S.  (Colonel) 

Lyashchenko,  N.  G.  (General;  Army) 

Maksimov,  K.  (Major  General) 

Malik,  Ya.  (For.  Ministry  - delegate  U.N.) 

Malinovskiy,  R.  Ya.  (Marshal,  Min.  Def . ) 

Maltsev,  V.  (For.  Ministry  - delegate  CSCE) 

Maltsev,  Y.  (General) 

Mamayev,  Ye  (Cpt.-lst  rank) 

Maryakhin,  S.  S.  (General) 

Masherov,  P.  M.  (Byelorussian  Party)  (PB  CPSU) 

Matiryenko,  V.  (Major  General) 

Matrosov,  V.  A.  (Colonel  General) 

Mayorov,  A.  (Colonel  General) 

Mazhayev,  (Major  General) 

Mazurov,  K.  T.  (PB  CPSU)  . _ 

Mazurov,  K.  T.  / Brezhnev,  L.  I.  (joint  statement) 

- . ■ / . n __1\ 


Melnikov,  (Lt.  General) 
Miftiyev  (Lt.  General) 
Mikoyan,  A.  (PB  CPSU) 

Mil lionshchikov  (Academician) 
Mishuk  (General,  A.  F.) 

Miyev  (Colonel) 

Mocha] ov,  V.  (Colonel) 

Moroz  (Lt.  General) 
Moskalenko,  K.  S.  (Marshall) 
Myhavanadyi  (Georgian  Party) 
Novikov,  V.  (Vice  Admiral) 
"Observer" 

Ogarkov,  N.  V.  (General) 
Oleynik, G.  G.  (Admiral) 


605 

554 

703 

807 

220 

276 

223 
578 
286 
127 
575 

224 
123 

225 
275 
527 

226 
265 

227 
584 
271 
270 
537 

228 
296 
702 
229 
705 
564 
572 
544 
126 
513 
566 
562 
528 
110 
606 
529 
299 
114 
823 
279 
512 
230 
273 
268 
811 

514 
801 
585 

515 
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SOURCE 

CODE 

Olifirov,  F.  A.  (Colonel  General.) 

530 

Panteleyev,  (Admiral) 

574 

Parsliikov,  A.  (Colonel  General) 

580 

Pavlovskiy,  I.  (General) 

231 

Pelslie,  A.  ( Moldavian  Party)  (PB  CPSU) 

124 

Penkovskiy  (General) 

263 

Peredelskiy , G.  Y.  (Marshal) 

517 

Petrov,  (Colonel  General) 

567 

Pika,  D.  (Lt.  Colonel) 

516 

Podgorniy,  N.  (PB  CPSU) 

103 

Podgorniy,  N.  / Brezhnev,  L.  I.  / Kosygin, 

A.  N.  (joint  statement) 

605 

Podgorniy,  N.  / Brezhnev,  L.  I.  / Shelest, 

P.  i oint  statement) 

607 

Polyanskiy  (PB  CPSU) 

113 

Polyboyarov,  P.  P.  (General) 

264 

Ponomarev  (Colonel  General) 

274 

Ponomarov,  B.  N.  (PB  CPSU) 

104 

Povaliy  (Colonel  General) 

257 

Pridvailo  (Colonel) 

278 

Privalov,  V.  G.  (Colonel  General) 

232 

Rashidov  (Uzbek  Party)  (PB  CPSU) 

125 

Rokossovskiy , K.  K.  (Marshal) 

233 

Romanov,  I.  (Colonel;  cand  hist  sci.) 

543 

Roshchin,  A.  (For  Ministry-delegate  disarmament  conf.  - Geneva) 

706 

Roshetnikov,  V.  (Colonel  General) 

281 

Rotar,  R.  (Major  General) 

578 

Rotmistrov,  P.  A.  (Marshal) 

234 

Rozenko,  P.  A.  (Chrmn.,  Budget  Planning  Commission) 

817 

Rudenko,  1.  (Marshal) 

235 

Rudnev,  S.  (Vice  Admiral) 

571 

Rybnikoy  (Colonel) 

259 

Rybnilcov  (Colonel)  / Babakov,  A.  (Colonel) 

(joint  statement) 

602 

Rykov  (General) 

277 

Salmanov,  G.  I.  (Colonel  General) 

531 

Samoylenko,  V.  (Colonel) 

236 

Samsonov,  V.  (Lt . Colonel) 

237 

Sbytov,  N.  A.  (General) 

238 

Semenov,  N.  (Colonel) 

239 

Sergeyev,  N.  (Admiral) 

532 

Sergeyev,  P.  L.  (Engr.-Cpt.,  1st  rank) 

240 

Sevastyanov,  D.  (Rear  Admiral) 

563 

Shablikov,  N.  (Admiral) 

555 

Shcheglov,  A.  F.  (General) 

297 

Shcherbitskiy , V.  V.  (Ukrainian  Tarty)  (PB 

CPSU) 

122 

S he 1 co in  (PB  CPSU) 

105 

Sheles",  P.  (PB  CPSU) 

112 

Sheles*-,  P.  / Brezhnev,  L.  I.  / Podgorniy, 

N.  (joint  statement) 

607 

Shelyag,  V.  (Admiral)  / Kondratkov  (joint 

statement) 

604 

Shevstov,  A.  G.  (Colonel  General,  SRF) 

241 

Shitikov  ( Chrmn. -U.S.S.R.  Sup.  Sov.) 

829 

SOURCE 


Shlaycn,  P.  (Engr.  Colonel) 

Slitemenko,  S.  M.  (Colonel  General) 

Sidelnikov,  (Colonel) 

Sidorov,  M.  (Lt.  General) 

Silantyev  (Colonel  General) 

Simonyan,  R.  (Major  General) 

Skorobagatkin , K.  F.  (Colonel  General) 

Slukhay,  T.  A.  (Colonel) 

Smirnov,  N.  (Vice  Admiral) 

Sokilov,  S.  (General) 

Sokolov,  S.  L.  (General) 

Sokolovskiy,  (Marshal) 

Sorokin,  A.  I.  (Vice  Admiral) 

Spiridonov,  I.  V.  (CC  CPSU)  (Chmm.-Sov.  of  the  Union,  SS) 
Spirov,  K.  (Colonel) 

Stepanyuk,  I.  (Eng.-Lt.  Gen,) 

Stuchenko,  (General) 

Sudets,  V.  A.  (Marshal) 

Sulimov,  (Major  General) 

Suslov,  M.  (PB  CPSU) 

Teplinskiy,  B.  L.  (Major  General,  retired) 

Timoshenko 

Tolubko,  V.  F.  (Colonel  General) 

Tretyak,  I.  M.  (Colonel  General) 

Tsyganov,  N.  V.  (Colonel  General) 

Tyunyayev,  A.  N.  (Admiral) 

Tyushkevich,  S.  (Colonel) 

Ustinov  (PB  CPSU) 

Uvarov,  M.  A.  (General) 

Vasilevskiy,  A.  (Marshal) 

Vershinin  (Marshal-Air  Force) 

Vinogradov  (Admiral) 

Vinogradov,  I.  V.  (Lt.  General) 

Vishenko,  V.  M.  (Major  General) 

Vlasyevich  (Colonel) 

Voronov,  G.  I.  (PB  CPSU) 

Voroshilov,  K.  (Marshal) 

Vovk,  S.  (Colonel) 

Yakubovskiy,  S.  I.  (Marshal) 

Yefimov,  A.  N.  (Colonel  General) 

Yegorov,  G.  M.  (Vice  Admiral) 

Yegorov,  N.  (Colonel  General) 

Yepishev,  A.  (General) 

Yeremenko,  A.  (Marshal) 

Zagladin,  N.  (Academician) 

Zakharov,  M.  N.  (Admiral) 

Zakharov,  M.  V.  (Marshal) 

Zamyatin,  L.  M.  (state  official) 

Zavizion,  G.  (Lt.  General) 

Zavyalov,  I.  (Lt.  General 
Zemskov  (Major  General) 

Zhrltov  (Colonel  General) 
r/ryanov,  P.  (Colonel  General) 


287 

535 

579 

246 
258 
520 
825 
546 
588 

533 
519 
272 
111 

247 

534 

248 
552 
261 
569 

249 
116 
295 
550 
266 
583 
587 

250 
288 
120 
547 
539 

251 

252 
573 
257 

254 
549 
812 

255 

256 
819 
559 
541 
501 
548 
551 


tittfeafatfa  liKtiBatea.iB&iiitW&fe'SijW' >MSD»  iBS 


r-ws'saS' 
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SOURCE 


Brezhnev,  L.  T.  (PB  CPSU) 

Kosygin,  A.  (PB  CPSU) 

Podgorniy,  N.  (PB  CPSU) 

Ponomarov,  B.  N.  (PB  CPSU) 

Shelepin  (PB  CPSU) 

Kirilenko  (PB  CPSU) 

Andropov  (PB  CPSU) 

Grechko,  A.  A.  (April,  1973-on:  PB  CPSU) 
Gromyko,  A.  (April,  1973-on:  PB  CPSU) 

Mazurov,  K.  T.  (PB  CPSU) 

Suslov,  M.  (PB  CPSU) 

Shelest,  P.  (PB  CPSU) 

Polyanskiy  (PB  CPSU) 

Mikoyan,  A.  (PB  CPSU) 

Grishin,  V.  V.  (PB  CPSU) 

Ustinov  (PB  CPSU) 

Aristov  (PB  CPSU) 

Demichev  (PB  CPSU) 

Voronov,  G.  I.  (PB,CPSU) 

Shcherbitskiy  (PB  CPSU)  (Ukrainian  Party) 
Kunayev,  D.  A.  (PB  CPSU)  (Kazakh  Party) 
Pelshe,  A.  (PB  CPSU)  (Moldavian  Party) 
Rashidov  (PB  CPSU)  (Uzbek  Party) 

Masherov,  P.M.  (PB  CPSU)  (Byelorussian  Party) 
Kulakov,  F.  D.  (PB  CPSU) 

Agaltsov  (Marshal) 

Amelko  (Admiral) 

Andreyev,  V.  (Rear  Admiral) 

Bachkarev,  (General) 

Batitskiy,  P.  F.  (General) 

Belonozkho,  S.  (Colonel  General) 

Bondarenko,  V.  (Lt.  Colonel) 

Chistyakov,  (Marshal) 

Chuykov,  V.  I.  (Marshal) 

Dankevich,  P.  B.  (Colonel  General) 

Glazov,  V.  (Colonel) 

Gorchakov,  P.  (Lt.  General) 

Gorshkov,  S.  (Admiral) 

Grechko,  A.  A.  (Marshal,  Def.  Min.) 
Grigoryev,  M.  G.  (Colonel  General) 

(General) 

(Lt.  General,  Air  Force) 


Ivanovsky,  Y. 

Kadomstev,  A. 

Kasatonov,  V.  A.  (Admiral) 
Kazakov,  K.  P.  (General) 

Kozlov  S.  (Major  General) 
Khalipov,  I.  (Colonel  General) 
Kharich,  V.  (Colonel) 

Krylov,  N.  I.  (Marshal) 
Kulikov,  V.  (General;  Army) 


CODE 


101 

102 

103 

104 

105 

106 

107 

108 

109 

110 
111 
112 

113 

114 

115 

116 

117 

118 
120 
122 

123 

124 

125 

126 
127 
201 
202 

203 

204 

205 

206 

207 

208 

209 

210 
211 
212 

213 

214 

215 

216 

217 

218 

219 

220 
221 
222 

223 

224 
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Kurochkin,  P.  (General) 

Lavronov  (Lt.  General) 

Lif shits,  M.  (Colonel) 

Ljashehenko,  N.  G.  (General;  Array) 
Malinovskiy,  11.  Ya.  (Marshal,  Min.  Def.) 
Mocha] ov,  V.  (Colonel) 

Pavlovskiy,  I.  (General) 

Privalov,  V.  G.  (Colonel  General) 
Rokossovskiy,  K.  K.  (Marshal) 

Rotmistrov,  P.  A.  (Marshal) 

Rudenko,  S.  (Marshal) 

Samoylcnko,  V.  (Colonel) 

Samsonov,  V.  (Lt.  Colonel) 

Sbytov,  N.  A.  (General) 

Semenov,  N.  (Colonel) 

Sergeyev,  P.  L.  (Engr.-Cpt.,  1st  rank) 
Shevstov,  A.  G.  (Colonel  General,  SRF) 
Shlayen,  P.  (Engr.  Colonel) 

Shtemenko,  S.  M.  (Colonel  General) 
Sidelnikov,  (Colonel) 

Simonyan,  R.  (Major  General) 

Sokolov,  S.  L.  (General) 

Teplinskiy,  B.  L.  (Major  General,  retired) 
Tolubko,  V.  F.  (Colonel  General) 
Tyushkevich,  S.  (Colonel) 

V/shenko,  V.  M.  (Major  General) 
Yakubovskiy,  S.  I.  (Marshal) 

Yefimov,  A.  N.  (Colonel  General) 

Yegorov,  N.  (Colonel  General) 

Yepishev,  A.  (General) 

Zakharov,  M.  N.  (Admiral) 

Zakharov,  M.  V.  (Marshal) 

Povaliy  (Colonel  General) 

Sokolovskiy,  (Marshal) 

Rybnikov,  (Colonel) 

Babakov,  A.  (Colonel) 

Tsyganov,  N.  V.  (Colonel  General) 

Konev  (Marshal) 

Penkovskiy  (General) 

Polyboyarov,  P.  P.  (General) 

Leontyev  (Lt.  General) 

Vershinin  (Marshal-Air  Force) 

Golikov,  (Marshal) 

Moskalenko,  K.  S.  (Marshal) 

Fominykn  (Vice  Admiral) 

Losik  (Colonel  General) 

Lobov,  S.  M.  (Admiral) 


225 

226 

227 

228 

229 

230 

231 

232 

233 

234 

235 

236 

237 

238 

239 

240 

241 

242 

243 

244 

245 

246 

247 

248 

249 

250 

251 

252 

253 

254 

255 

256 

257 

258 

259 

260 
261 
262 

263 

264 

265 

266 

267 

268 

269 

270 

271 
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SOURCE 


Sulimov,  (Major  General) 

Moroz  (Lt.  General) 

Ponomarev  (Colonel  General) 

Kutakhov,  P.  S.  (Marshal) 

Krasovskiy  (Marshal) 

Rykov,  (General) 

Pridvailo  (Colonel) 

Mishuk  (General,  A.  F.) 

Silantyev  (Colonel  General) 
Roshetnikov,  V.  (Colonel  General) 
Chugunov,  N.  V.  (It.  General) 
Kirsanov,  P.  (Lt.  General) 

BoroVykh,  A.  (Colonel  General) 
Kazarov,  A.  (Engr. -Major  General) 
Krysenko,  L.  D. 

Slukhay,  T.  A.  (Colonel) 

Vlasyevich  (Colonel) 

Bagramyan,  L.  K.  (Marshal) 
Cherednichenko,  M.  L.  (Major  General) 
Baykov,  (Admiral) 

Beykenov,  (Major  General) 

Kablukov  (Colonel) 

Chelin,  A.  (Colonel) 

Uvarov,  M.  A.  (General) 

Maksimov,  K.  (Major  General) 

Shcheglov , A.  F.  (General) 

Grishkov,  N.  (Lt.  General) 

Miftiyev  (Lt.  General) 

Kharlamov  (Admiral) 

Zemskov  (Major  General) 

Cherokov,  V.  (Vice  Admiral) 
Alekseyev,  N.  (Colonel  General) 
Alekseyev,  V.  (Colonel) 

Altunin,  A.  (Colonel  General) 
Baranov,  S.  (Colonel) 

Chapayev,  A.  V.  (Major  General) 
Chizh,  V.  F.  (Colonel  General) 

Demin,  N.  (Lt.  General) 

Grudinin,  I.  (Colonel) 

Ivanov,  0.  (Lt.  Colonel) 

Miyev  (Colonel) 

Matiryenko,  V.  (Major  General) 
Novikov,  V.  (Vice  Admiral) 

Oleyrik,  G.  G.  (Admiral) 

Pika,  D.  (Lt.  Colonel) 

Peredelskiy , G.  Y.  (Marshal) 

Rotar,  F.  (Major  General) 

Sudets,  V.  A.  (Marshal) 


272 

273 
276 

275 

276 

277 

278 

279 

280 
281 
282 
283 
286 

285 

286 

287 

288 

289 

290 

291 

292 

293 

294 

295 

296 

297 

298 

299 

500 

501 

502 

503 

504 

505 

506 

507 

508 

509 

510 

511 

512 

513 

514 

515 

516 

517 

518 

519 
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SOURCE 


Sorokin,  A.  I-  (Vice  Admiral) 

Batov,  P.  (General) 

Bednyagin,  A.  1.  (Lt.  General) 

Brayko,  (Colonel  General) 

Fedyuninskiy , (General) 

Kalashnik,  (Colonel  General) 

Koshevoy  (General) 

Larionov,  V.  (Colonel) 

Mayhayev,  (Major  General) 

Melnikov,  (Lt.  General) 

Olifirov,  F.  A.  (Colonel  General) 
Salmanov,  G.  I.  (Colonel  General) 
Sergeyev,  N.  (Admiral; 

Stuchenko,  (General) 

Timoshenko 

Smirnov,  N.  (Vice  Admiral) 
Skorobogatkin,  K.  F.  (Colonel  General) 
Lukonin,  S.  (Colonel) 

Gritskov,  F.  V.  (Major  General) 

Vovk,  S.  (Colonel) 

Grishanov,  V.  (Admiral) 

Zavyalov,  I.  (Lt.  General) 

Karpov,  V.  N.  (Lt.  General) 

Romanov.  I.  (Colonel;  cand.  hist,  sci.) 
Maryakhin,  S.  S.  (General) 

Bochkarev,  K.  (Major  General) 

Spirov,  K.  (Colonel) 

Voroshilov,  K.  (Marshal) 

Zheltov,  (Colonel  General) 

Yeremenko,  A.  (Marshal) 

Vasilevskiy,  A.  (Marshal) 

Zvryanov-,  P.  (Colonel  General) 

Sidorov,  M.  (Lt.  General) 

Tretyak,  I,  M.  (Colonel  General) 

Kotov,  P.  (Admiral) 

Shablikov,  N.  (Admiral) 

Katukov,  M.  Y.  (Marshal) 

Grechko,  S.  (Colonel  General) 
Derevyanko,  (Lt.  General) 

Zavizion,  G.  (Lt.  General) 

Grekov,  V.  (Colonel  General) 

Grachev,  S.  T.  (Major  General) 

Mayorov,  A.  (Colonel  General) 
Sevastyanov,  D.  (Rear  Admiral) 

Maltsev,  Y.  (General) 

Khomulo,  M.  G.  (Colonel) 

Matrosov,  V.  A.  (Colonel  General) 
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"T  r.Mjtasiiit  a'WI  ‘pps 


SOURCE 


Petrov,  (Colonel  General) 

Anureyev,  I.  I.  (Major  General) 

Tyunyayev,  A.  N.  (Admiral) 

Alekseyev,  V.  (Admiral) 

Rudnev,  I.  (Vice  Admiral) 

Mamayev,  Ye  (Cpt.-lst  rank) 

Yegorov,  G.  M.  (Vice  Admiral) 

Panteleyev,  (Admiral) 

Kuleshov,  (Marshal) 

Babadzhanyan , K.  (Marshal) 

Bydennyy,  S.  (Marshal) 

Krypnov,  S.  (Colonel) 

Sokilov,  S.  (General) 

Parshikov,  A.  (Colonel  General) 

Goncharov,  V.  A.  (Major  General) 

Kamanin  (Lt.  General) 

Vinogradov  (Admiral) 

Lobanov,  V.  F.  (Lt.  General) 

Ogarkov,  N.  V.  (General) 
uaksov,  A.  I.  (Col.  Gen.) 

Vinogradov,  I.  V.  (Lt.  Gen.) 

Stepanyuk,  I.  (Eng.-Lt.  Gen.) 

Ivanov,  0.  (Lt.  Colonel) / (joint  statement) 
Alekseyev,  V.  (Colonel) 

Rybnikov  (Colonel) / (joint  statement) 
Babakov,  A.  (Colonel) 

Kosygin,  A.  N.  /(joint  statement) 

Brezhnev,  L.  I. 

Shelyag,  V.  (Admiral) / (joint  statement) 
Kondratkov  (Lt.  Colonel) 

/(Keep  "joint  statement") 


/(joint  statement) 
/(joint  statement) 


Brezhnev,  L.  I. 

Kosygin,  A.  N. 

Podgorniy,  U. 

Brezhnev,  L.  I. 

Mazurov,  K.  T. 

Brezhnev,  L.  I. 

Podgorniy,  N.  / 

Shelest,  P. 

Gromyko,  A.  (Foreign  Minister) 

Malik,  Y.  A.  (For  Ministry-delegate  UN) 

Kovalev,  A.  (For  Minis try-Dep . Min.) 

Khlestov  (For  Ministry-delegate  MBFR) 

Maltsev,  V.  (For  Ministry-delegate  CSCE) 

Roshchin,  A.  (For  Ministry-delegate  disarmament  conf . , Geneva) 
"Observer" 

Media  Commentator 

Communique  or  Draft  Declaration-Resolution 
Bojcsuk,  J.  (Lt.  Colonel-Hung . ) 

Kozhevnikov,  Y.  F.  (Party/State  Official) 

Garbuzov,  V.  (Min.  Finance) 

Primary  Source  Not  Specified 
Mzhavanadze  (Georgian  Party)  (CC  CPSU) 
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567 

568 

569 

570 

571 

572 

573 

574 

575 

576 

577 

578 

579 

580 

581 

582 

583 

584 

585 

586 

587 

588 
60] 


602 

603 

604 

605 


606 

607 


701 

702 

703 

704 

705 

706 
801 
802 
803 
806 
807 

809 

810 
811 


■ 


SOURCE 


Zagladin,  V.  (Academician) 

Baibakov,  N.  (Chairman,  State  Planning  Commission) 
Gerasimov,  K.  M.  (Budget  Planning  Commission) 

Rozenko,  P.  A.  (Chairman,  Budget  Planning  Commission) 
Konstantinov  (CC  CPSll) 

Zamyatin,  L.  M.  (State  Official) 

Fedorenko  (Academician) 

Millionshchikov  (Academician) 

Spiridonov,  I.  V.  (CC  CPSU)  (Chairman,  Soviet  of  the  Union 
Shitikov  (Chairman,  USSR  Sup.  Sov.) 

Kapitonov  (Sec'y.  CPSU) 

Katushev,  K.  (Sec'y.  CPSU) 


t 


ill.  SECONDARY  SOURCE  CODES 


1 

2 

3 

A 

5 


Soviet  newspaper,  journal,  broadcast,  telegraphic  agency,  speech, 
official  state/party  publication. 


East  European  newspaper,  journal,  broadcast,  telegraphic  agency, 
speech,  official  party/state  publication. 


U. S.  newspaper,  journal,  broadcast,  telegraphic  agency,  speech, 
official  government  publication. 


Other  foreign  newspaper,  journal,  broadcast,  telegraphic  agency, 
speech,  official  government  publication. 


- Secondary  source  not  specified. 


IV.  TARGET  CODES 


1 - Soviet  Union  (domestic  audience) 

2 - Eastern  Europe 

3 - U.S.  (North  America) 

A - Other  foreign  audience 
5 - Target  area  not  specified. 


15 


gun 


1 1 i i 

i i ■ 
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K $ 

01 

8 

1 

02 
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11-030 

r 1 
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1 s 
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13 

12-020 

1 

1A 

12-021 

t 

Hk-  ! f 

15 

12-022 

I 

16 

12-023 

t 

h f 

17 

12-02A 

18 

12-025 

I 

19 

lAf 

l:;  1 

20 

15 

21 

19 

1 

22 

26y 

m 1 

23 

27 

■ ( \ 

2A 

27a-075 

p"  p 

25 

17a 
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VI.  MATRIX  08  ADDITIONAL  CODING  DIMENSIONS 


Dcter/De f end  Dimension  (Column  35  ) 


1. 

2. 

3. 


Deter  (use  of  this  specific  term) 

Defend  (reliably  protect,  or  equivalent) 
Retaliate  (administer  a crushing  rebuff, 


or  equivalent) 

Defeat  (attain  assured  victory,  or 


5. 


equivalent) 

Other  (or  no)  comparable  terms 


Superiority/Parity  Dimension  (Column  36  ) 

1. 


Superiority  (that  specific  word  or  its 
derivations  such  as  "become  superior") 


2. 

*3. 

A. 


Parity  (that  specific  word  or  its  clear 
equivalent  such  as  equality) 

Inferiority  (that  specific  word  or  its 
clear  equivalent) 


Any  other  indication,  or  no  indication 
on  this  dimension. 


Attain/Maintain  Dimension  (Column  3?  ) 

1. 


2. 


Attain  (acquire,  seek,  require  further 
increase, — any  terra  clearly  indicating 
that  the  capabilities  described  are  not 
currently  possessed,  but  are  to  be 
sought  for  the  future) 

Maintain  (possess,  arc  adequate — any 
term  clearly  indicating  that  the  capa- 
bilities described  arc  currently  pos- 
sessed and  are  to  be  retained) 


*3. 


Relinquish  (any  term  clearly  indicating 
an  intent  that  the  capabilities  described 
will  be  permitted  to  deteriorate  relative 
to  the  United  States) 


4. 

5. 


Any  other  indication,  or  no  indication  on 
this  dimension 


Possess  and  will  increase. 


This  term  is  not  expected,  but  is  included  for  completeness  in  defin- 
ing the  dimension. 


16 


• Quail  tati  vo /Quantitative  Dime  nr,  ion  (Column 


Qualitative  superiority  (parity,  etc.)  is 
to  be  soup, lit  (maintained,  etc.)-  This 
includes  technological  superiority  when 
clearly  specified  ns  such. 

Quantitative  superiority  (parity,  etc.)  is 
to  be  sought  (maintained  etc.) 

Any  other  indication,  or  no  indication  on 
this  dimension 


Appendix  3 

Trend  Plots  and  Tabulations  1965  - 197 A 
By  Individual  Matrix  Cell 


Trend  Lines  for  Matrix  OA 
(Europe) 


Raw  Data  for  Matrix  OA 
(Europe) 


Trend  Lines  for  Matrix  08 
(Military  Goals) 


Raw  Data  for  Matrix  08 
(Military  Goals) 


Trend  Lines  for  Matrix  3A 
(Military  Trends) 


Raw  Data  for  Matrix  3A 
(Military  Trends) 


Fl fur*  1.  Trend  Line*— Soviet  Coal  to  Promote  Peece  and  Security  In  Europe  by  Mean*  Specified  (matrix  04* 
* Tor  a full  explanation  of  matrix  cell  code*,  eee  eat r la  04——,  Appendln  1. 


f«1t  of  «trt*  fU  •*• 


‘r*-r.<J  Lire*  - Goa!  Co  Attain/Maintain  Capability  to  Defend  Against/Deter  Attack  on  Soviet  Union,  East  Europe  by  Keans  Indicated  (Branch  of  Service) 


Coal  CO  Attalr/P-alntaln  Capabilities  CO  Defend  Agalnat/ 
Detar  Attack  on  USSR,  Zaat  Europe  by  Maana  lndicatad 


al  Mf 1 1 t» ry* 
Hied} 


Soviet  Perception  of  Inc-eaelng  Soviet  Capabilities 
In  Military  Area  Specified 


Appendix  4 


Principal  Source  Tabulation 
Matrix  04 Soviet  Goals  in  Western  Europe 


Principal  Source  Tabulation 
Soviet  Military  Force-Structuring  Goals 


Matrix  08 


Principal  Source  Tabulation 
Soviet  Perceptions  of  Soviet  and  U.S 


Matrix  34 


Trend  Lines 

Selected  Primary  Sources 
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o o o o o o 

f.i  o *a  *o  f*»  2 

o o o o o o 

ct  »j  ^ <T  '7  *£ 

o o o o o o 

m a 

3 K < 

n < 

o . ^ tf. 

g 3*2  g'S  9 

o v.  tc  o « £ 

r*)  £ 

o o o o 

o *-«  r«J  ^ 

H H H H 

«?*»*» 
o o o o 

Other  Cells'* 
Total 

(All  Matrices) 

Gorshkov 

(Admiral) 

213 

$ 

X 

0 

0 

- 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

135 

100 

Zakharov 

(Admiral) 

255 

# 

Z 

0 

0 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

36 

100 

Sergeyev 

(Admiral) 

532 

> 

z 

0 

0 

* 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

~ 

' 

35 

100 

Aninlko 

(Admiral) 

202 

# 

z 

0 

0 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

~ 

” 

' 

31 

100 

Kasatonov 

(Admiral) 

218 

# 

I 

0 

0 

- 

- 

* 

- 

“ 

“ 

“ 

24 

100 

Subtotal,  Navy 

f 

z 

0 

0 

- 

- 

- 

. 

- 

- 

- 

“ 

“ 

261 

100 

END  NAVY 

Subtotal, 

All  Military 

# 

z 

60 

3 

- 

4 

18 

1 

1 1 7 

4 

22 

1 

- 

1 ' 

2 

“ 

2053 

100 

END  ALL  MILITARY 

Media 

Commentator 

802 

# 

z 

51 

29 

- 

9 

5 

23 

13 

1 1 3 

1 1 2 

6 

3 

4 

2 

2 

1 

“ 

2 

1 

178 

100 

Communique  803 

or  Draft  Declaration 

; 

z 

237 

87 

2 

1 

8 

3 

138 

5 

26  2 8 

10  1 3 

31 

11 

9 

3 

“ 

2 

1 

9 

3 

2 

1 

273 

100 

Othr i Sources 

# 

I 

54 

6 

- 

3 

23 

3 

5 1 3 

1 - - 

6 

1 

10 

1 

- 

“ 

2 

1 

838 

100 

Total 

> 

8951 

8 

91 

418 

98  21  29 

98 

70 

6 

5 

41 

10 

43341 

21 


10 


* For  full  explanation  of  abbreviations  accompanying  matrix  coll  numbers,  sec  matrix  04 , Appendix  1. 

b All  of  those  cells  pertain  to  a eoal  of  strengthening  peace  and  security  in  Europe. 


C The  first  measure  Riven  ia  the  total  of  coded  items  for  each  cell.  The  second  measure  Riven  is  the  percent  that  total  is  o.  the 
total  cidcs  for  all  matrices.  When  this  percent  Is  compared  with  that  for  category  subtotals  or  for  all  sources  combined,  it  is 
possible  to  get  an  indication  of  which  subjects  arc  particularly  emphasised  by  a source. 


Other  cel  In  Include; 


04201  040801  which  pertain  to  a goal  uf  expanding  the  Communist  system  in  Western  Europe  by  unspecified  means  and,  in  one  case 

(by  Hrerbnev).  |.y  expanding  the  Influence  of  non-Cmmminisl  parties.  This  involved  th.ee  cudes  from  Inerlmev,  one  from  Kosygin,  and 
one.  by  r,  media  commentator  for  a total  of  five.  040103.  three  codes  pertaining  to  summitry  iron,  oir.relli.nmus  mu, ices;  0,0301,  a, 
to 
or 

tlum  the  US  had  no  coilcft. 


one  tiy  r,  media  commentator  for  n total  of  five.  U'.UHU,  three  coe.es  pertaining  ui  mmm.Liy  c*. ...»»»*  — *».  

.ode  on  strengthening  Western  Is.,  ope  peace  and  security  through  strengthening  the  influence  o "7*- " fts*' o r*  it  8°  o r ** 

or  draft  rcnol.it  Ion ; 0414,  and  0415  strengthening  Western  European  peace  mid  security  through  wal  again-t  . 


In  addition,  data  from  joint  nl.itemenls  have  been  added  ar,  follows: 

Individual 


Joint  Statement  Codesi 


Brezhnev 

Busygin 

Podgmniy 

Mazurov 

Sheleut 


603,605,  606,  607 
603 

605,  607 
606 
607 


{ Code  JOB  la  Grechko  «u  n Politburo  member.  See  code  214  fur  Grechko  uh  n ilai  uhnl  before  enter  inc  the  Politburo. 

6 Code  109  ir.  Ci  omyko  at.  u Polithnru  member.  .See  evdu  701  for  Croroyko  nr.  u Foreign  Hininter  before  entering  llm  Politburo. 


h fieciclnry  CPSU  1 native i icntly  included  with  PrUlbuiu. 
f Reflect*  the  Joint  NlaLoineiitn  ua  t‘i  edited  Lu  each  participant. 


y 

i 


H gj  IWm,>mmm>mm,«.um  m,  ■"„  ■ ■■■-  «h»hu«‘»Mi  **  * '' 


Podgorniy  103 
Ponamarov  104 
Shelepln  105 
Kirilenko  106 


Andropov 

Grechko** 


107 


108 


Gromyko  109 


Mazurov 

Suslov 


100 


111 


112 


Shelest 
Polyanskiy  113 
Mlkoyan 
Grishin 


114 


Ustinov 


/ristov 


115 


116 


117 


l*emlchev  118 


katushcv  831 
(former  119) 


35 


16 

24 


10 

33 


19 

76 


30 

73 


39 

81 


4 

11 


4 

17 


29 

94 


36 

67 


6 

67 


6 

100 


12 

63 


6 

75 


2 

100 


6 

86 


4 

100 


Matrix  08 


i'rtnr  t|mt  S*mr«  i*  Tnl  nlnt  ton 

Soviet  Ml  II  lory  Inror-M  rue  luring  Godin 


2 

33 


16 


12 


4 

13 


9 

36 


14 

34 


17 

35 


13 

42 


17 

35 


3 

33 


1 

17 


6 

32 


3 

38 


1 

50 


3 

43 


2 

50 


16 


12 


4 

13 


9 

36 


15 

37 


19 

40 


14 

45 


18 

38 


3 

33 


3 

50 


6 

37 


3 

38 


1 

50 


3 

43 


2 

50 


100 


68 

100 


30 

100 


25 

100 


41 

100 


2 

100 


48 

100 


35 

100 


24 

100 


31 

100 


48 

100 


9 

100 


6 

100 


19 

100 


8 

100 


2 

100 


7 

100 


4 

100 


Voronov 


120 


Scherhit-  122  0 

nkiy  (former  805)  Z 


Kunayev  123 
(former  805) 


Pci  site 


124 


KualiJih,v  125 
(former  HI J) 

fLiflheruv  126 
(fnimrr  HI  5) 


Kulakov 


Suh I **l  i 1 
Pol  1 1 hum 


1 ? 7 


6 

100 


10 

46 


18 

95 


12 

92 


10 

91 


444 

47 


3 

50 


5 

23 


9 

47 


46 

5 


'/ut\ 

.'1 


3 

50 


5 

23 


9 

47 


6 

46 


5 

45 


207 

If 


6 

100 


22 

100 


19 

100 


10 

100 


13 

100 


11 

100 


2 

100 


919 

100 


.Oil  III-  P'Jl.l  I I'.Uldl 


See  last  page  of  table  for  footnoted 


f ( 


l‘r  hu  i |«.*i I Source  Tnhul.il  Ion 
M<it r t x OH  — - Soviet  HllU.irv  I'ntt*— Si  rni'iuf  Imr  l-oalx 


By  Branch  of  Service 

l\y  Type  of  Warfare* 

*•> 

n S'  ^ Q £?  S 

f1  2 u.  r»  « o 

k £ g b il  id 

£ 3 3 3 S g 

3 g 3 o 3 S 

§ S 3 S 3 S 

u 

n 

sr*  *o  *u 

“ * 91  £ x £ 

■j  s S i s 1 

, , j p-4  H 

o o o o o 

00  ir»  O ^ 

g g S 3 g g 

o O o o o o 

Giroyko  701 


Gxechko^  214 

« 

262 

(Marshall) 

X 

78 

Kalinovskiy  229 

0 

168 

(Mai  shall) 

X 

70 

Krylov  223 

0 

170 

(Marshall) 

X 

79 

Yakubovskiy251 

0 

92 

(Marshall) 

X 

55 

Zakharov  256 

0 

89 

(Marshall) 

X 

79 

Kazakov  2 *.9 

0 

49 

(Marshal) . 

X 

65 

Yepishcv  254 

1 

l S 

(General) 

X 

LJ 

Batitskiy  205 

0 

47 

(General) 

X 

70 

Tolubko  248 

0 

40 

(Col.  General) 

X 

69 

Vershinin  266 

II 

34 

(Marshall,  AF) 

X 

60 

Sokolovskly258 

0 

34 

(Marshall) 

X 

61 

Rudenko  235 

0 

28 

(Marshall) 

X 

67 

Kulikov  224 

0 

32 

(General) 

X 

74 

Chuykov  209 

0 

29 

(Marshall) 

X 

71 

Moskalenko  268 
(Marshal  1) 


Konev  262 

(Marshall) 


Pavlovskiy  231 
(General) 


Grigoryev  215  0 

(Col.  General)  X 


Yegor ov  253 
Col.  General) 


Kutakhov  275 
(MurNlia  1 1) 


Hflf'.rJitnynn  289 
(Mir»li>i  1 1 ) 


Subtut  il  1 
At  my/AF 


...  ...  ^ V ..  . 


END  FOREIGN  OFFICE 


44  39 

20  18 


10  26 
6 22 


3 

- 

53 

6 

100 

.22 

2 

337 

36 

1 

100 

66 

10 

230 

27 

4 

100 

35 

4 

216 

16 

2 

100 

33 

_ 

166 

20 

100 

35 

113 

31 

KZ 

i *. 

2 

r* 

3 

100 

32 

_ 

74 

43 

100 

15 

67 

22 

100 

6 

2 

58 

10 

3 

100 

14 

_ 

57 

25 

100 

B 

_ 

56 

14 

100 

12 

.. 

42 

29 

100 

14 

2 

43 

43 

5 

100 

6 

2 

41 

15 

5 

100 

12 

_ 

35 

34 

100 

FIJI)  AHMY/AI- 

See  last  page  of  ti 


36 

3 

3? 

9 

4 - 

6 

29 

13 

19 

474 

1411  3 15  1 

460 

26 

H 1 

26 

/AF 

( table 

for  foctnotes 
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"JCSSBwrSRTnPr 


I 


I'r  lu«- Ipil  St*ur  **v  T.ilmt.ii  (mi 
Hut  l'  lx  OH  — - S.ivli-l  Ml  til. m'v  Ki»rri*  Si  rut*  l «i  v l ng  GiuIh 
(Cent ‘ d) 


ti  to 

r 

o x 


By  Branch  of  Service 


By  Type  of  Warfare 


•3 

O 

X 

c 


3 

«H 

X 


O *J 

u 5 


*J  «-t 

£ S 


Media  802 

S 

112 

A 

3 

1 

10 

23 

16 

27 

4 

2 

_ 

20 

178 

Commentator 

X 

63 

2 

2 

1 

6 

13 

10 

15 

2 

1 

11 

100 

Communique  803 

s 

32 

_ 

- 

- 

* 

15 

_ 

_ 

_ 

_ 

15 

2 

273 

or  draft  decla- 

* 

12 

6 

6 

1 

100 

tion 

Other  Sources 

M 

«r 

592 

7 

15 

6 

19 

50 

199 

64 

1 

4 

1 

217 

9 

339 

i 

X 

71 

1 

2 

1 

2 

6 

24 

8 

26 

1 

100 

Total 

1 

2 704  8 

31 

67 

20 

57 

206 

970 

263 

8 

26 

2 

1005 

49 

4334 

X 

62 

1 

2 

1 

5 

22 

6 

1 

23 

1 

100 

8 For  full  explanation  oi  abbreviations  accompanying  matrix  cell  numbers,  see  matrix  08  , Appendix  1. 

Tie  first  measure  given  is  the  total  of  coded  items  for  each  cell.  Ttie  second  measure  given  is  the  proportion 
that  the  first  measure  is  o£  the  total  codes  In  percent.  If  this  value  in  compared  with  that  for  category  sub- 
totals or  for  all  sources  combined  it  is  possible  to  get  an  indication  of  which  subjects  are  particularly 
emphasized  by  a source. 


C In  addition,  data  from  a Joint  statement  code  (603)  has  been  added  in  for  both  Brezhnev  and  Kosygin, 
For  nalrix  08 , this  involves  1 item  each  under  cells  080601  and  081101. 


Code-  108  is  Crt-chhov  or.  a PolJtbuio  member,  See  code  216  for  Grechkov  a«  a marshall  before  entering  the 
Poll t huro. 


C Code  109  is  Crunyko  as  a Politburo  member.  See  code.  701  for  Gromyko  as  foreign  minister  before  entering  the 
Politburu. 


Secretary  CPSU  inadvertently  included  with  Politlmro. 

® Reflects  the  Joint  statements  an  credited  to  each  participant. 
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M 3 


Gorshkov 

213 

t 

102 

. 

23 

3 

23 

10 

39 

4 

135 

(Admiral) 

X 

76 

17 

3 

17 

7 

29 

3 

100 

Zakharov 

255 

0 

32 

_ 

2 

3 

1 

11 

_ 

_ 

4 

_ 

11 

_ 

36 

(Ad mi ral) 

X 

89 

6 

8 

3 

31 

11 

31 

100 

Sergeyev 

532 

1 

33 

- 

11 

- 

- 

6 

1 

_ 

1 

_ 

12 

2 

35 

(Admi rul) 

X 

94 

31 

17 

3 

3 

34 

6 

100 

Amclko 

202 

1 

29 

1 

_ 

13 

1 

_ 

_ 

14 

_ 

31 

(Admiral) 

X 

94 

3 

42 

3 

45 

100 

Kasatonov 

218 

n 

22 

5 

_ ■ 

_ 

7 

3 

_ 

_ 

7 

_ 

24 

(Admiral ) 

X 

92 

21 

29 

13 

29 

100 

Subtotal 

l 

218 

42 

3 

4 

CO 

15 

_ 

5 

_ 

83 

6 

261 

Navy 

X 

84 

16 

1 

2 

23 

6 

2 

32 

2 

i00 

END  NAVY 

Subtotal 

II 

1517 

12 

45 

13 

28  125 

534 

163 

3 

20 

1 

543 

3 

2053 

All  Military 

I 

74 

1 

2 

i 

1 6 

26 

8 

“ 

1 

- 

26 

i 

100 

6 


H.Hrl*  |/»  — -Snvtrl  lVrr»|»l  »»mih  of  Soviet  .ni*l  U.S.  Pen*  Trend* 


POMTKURO 


Brezhnev  101 


Kosygin  102 


Ponomaruv  104 


She lc pin  105 


Kirilenko  106 


Andropov 


Grechko 


Crorayko 


Mazurov 


Suslov 


Shelest 


Polyanskiy  113  * 


Grishin  115  # 


Ustinov 


Dcmlchev 


Katushev®  831 
(former  119) 


Voronov 


Shchcrbit-  122  * 

skiy  (former  804)  2 


Kunayev  1 
(former  805) 


Pash  Ido v 125  0 

(former  805)  1 


of  t«ble  for  footnote. 


Principal  Source  I'.tlmlnl  Ion 

Matrix  34-— Soviet  I’m  fpt  ton*  of  Soviet  «nd  U.S.  Force  Trend* 
(Coni *d) 


-o  m 

<3  X 

H U 
< 

‘c£ 
H W 


Soviet  Forces  perceived  As  Imrre.iftlnK 


r 'a  n ri  X «n 


o 


Gromyko**  701 

# 

5 

_ 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

9 

FND 

FOREIGN 

OFFICE 

GrechkoC  214 

i 

61 

4 

1 

4 

2 

3 

l? 

3 

1 

2 

1 

(Marshal  1 ) 

1 

18 

1 

- 

i 

i 

1 

5 

1 

1 

Malinovsky  229 

i 

89 

8 

- 

7 

4 

3 

11 

3 

4 

10 

6 

(Marshall) 

Z 

29 

3 

3 

2 

1 

5 

1 

Krylov  223 

t 

46 

- 

- 

- 

3 

11 

5 

10 

- 

2 

- 

(Marshall) 

1 

21 

1 

5 

2 

5 

Yakubov-  251 

9 

36 

5 

1 

2 

2 

5 

6 

6 

- 

1 

2 

skly  (Marshall) 

z 

22 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

3 

3 

1 

Zakharov  256 

« 

22 

4 

- 

- 

2 

- 

5 

- 

- 

2 

2 

(Marshall) 

z 

19 

4 

2 

4 

2 

Kazakov  219 

f 

26 

6 

- 

- 

- 

5 

2 

6 

4 

2 

- 

(Ccncral) 

z 

35 

8 

7 

3 

8 

5 

3 

Yepishcv  254 

« 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

(General) 

2 

11 

5 

Batitskly  205 

f 

20 

3 

- 

- 

5 

- 

i 

- 

1 

- 

(Ccncral) 

2 

30 

4 

7 

1 

Tolubko  248 

f 

18 

- 

- 

- 

- 

8 

1 

8 

- 

- 

- 

(Col.  General) 

2 

31 

14 

2 

14 

Vershinen  266 

5 

23 

1 

- 

10 

- 

- 

- 

i 

1 

1 

- 

(Marshall,  AF) 

2 

40 

2 

18 

2 

2 

2 

Sokovskiy  258 

9 

22 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

6 

1 

1 

5 

- 

(Marshall) 

2 

39 

2 

2 

2 

11 

2 

2 

9 

Rudenko  235 

5 

14 

- 

- 

4 

1 

- 

2 

- 

- 

1 

- 

(Marshall) 

z 

33 

10 

2 

5 

2 ■ 

Kulikov  224 

l 

10 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

1 

z 

23 

2 

2 

5 

Chuykov  209 

1 

12 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

(Marshal  1 ) 

z 

29 

2 

Moskalenko  268 

l 

4 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

* 

(Marshal  1) 

z 

11 

3 

3 

Konev 

I 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

i 

i 

- 

1 

- 

(Marshall)  262 

z 

11 

3 

3 

Pavloskiy 

9 

6 

1 

1 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

- 

(General)  231 

z 

19 

3 

3 

3 

Grigoryev  215 

1 

9 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

2 

2 

- 

- 

- 

(Col.  General) 

z 

33 

7 

Yegoruv  253 

c 

8 

- 

- 

- 

- 

4 

- 

4 

- 

- 

- 

(Col . General) 

z 

33 

17 

17 

Kutnkhov  275 

0 

6 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

( Mirhh.ll  1 ) 

z 

24 

8 

R.iRmmyan  2H9 

f 

9 

4 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

l 

79 

13 





Suhtnr.il  Am.y/ 

“"z 

' 4 n 

IK 

4 

11 

.21 

43 

6H 

46 

14 

27 

12 

Ai  r F,,ri  «’ 

z 

74 

r. , 

2 

1 

_ 2 

4 _ 

3_ 

1 

1 

19 

6 


10 

4 


8 

12 


8 

14 


6 

14 


6 

15 


2 

8 

2 

6 

90 


42 
100 

43 
100 

41 

100 

35 

100 

35 

100 

31 

100 

27 

100 

24 
100 

25 
100 

31 

100 

T?V2 

100 
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Sco  Inst  page  of  table  for  footnotes 


Principal  Source  Tabulation 

Matrix  34  — —Soviet  Perceptions  of  Soviet  and  U.S,  Force  Trends 
(Cunt 1 d ) 


Soviet  Forces  Perceived  As  Increasing 


Souree 

[ 

Got  skov 

213 

0 

33 

3 

7 

. 

. 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

9 

5 

2 

_ 

135 

(Admiral) 

7 

24 

2 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

7 

4 

1 

. 100 

Zakharov 

253 

t 

4 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

- 

_ 

1 

_ 

1 

- 

_ 

* 

- 

36 

(Admiral) 

1 

11 

3 

3 

3 

3 

100 

Sergeyev 

532 

« 

2 

_ 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

35 

(Admiral) 

X 

6 

3 

3 

100 

Amelko 

202 

i 

2 

1 

_ 

_ 

_ 

. 

_ 

- 

_ 

- 

1 

_ 

- 

- 

- 

31 

(Admiral) 

l 

6 

3 

3 

100 

Kasatonov 

218 

i 

2 

i 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

24 

(AdmiTa  1 ) 

1 

8 

4 

4 

100 

Subtotal 

a 

« 

3 

n 

- 

- 

i 

3 

1 

1 

2 

i 

13 

- 

5 

2 

- 

261 

Navy 

i 

16 

1 

4 

- 

1 

- 

- 

1 

- 

5 

2 

1 

100 

END  NAVY 

Subtotal 

i 

6 76 

61 

15 

31 

21 

44 

71 

47 

15 

29 

13 

103 

8 

30 

8 

- 

2053 

AH  Military 

7. 

23 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

5 

- 

2 

- 

100 

END  ALL 

MILITARY 

Media 

o» 

o 

CO 

i 

15 

1 

- 

1 

1 

2 

3 

i 

- 

- 

- 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

17B 

Commentator 

z 

8 

i 

1 

i 

1 

2 

i 

3 

100 

Communique  803 

ff 

6 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

273 

or  Draft  Declara- 

z 

1 

1 

1 

100 

tion 

Other 

< 

192 

10 

8 

12 

9 

11 

24 

17 

2 

8 

6 

47 

13 

7 

14 

4f 

838 

Sources 

2 

23 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

- 

1 

1 

6 

2 

1 

2 

* 

100 

Total 

e 

735 

53 

24 

44 

33 

57 

114 

66 

17 

39 

20 

172 

22 

40 

30 

4 1 

4334  1 

2 

17 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 



1 

- 

4 

1 

1 

1 

- 

100 

a For  full  explanation  of  abbreviations  neenmpanying  matrix  cell  numbers,  see  matrix  34 , Appendix  1. 

k The  first  measure  given  is  the  total  of  ended  items  for  each  cell.  The  second  measure  given  is  the  percent  that  total 

Is  of  the  total  codes  for  all  matrices.  When  this  potcent  is  compared  with  that  for  category  subtotal  or  for  all  sources 
combined  it  is  possible  tn  get  an  indication  nf  which  subjects  are  particularly  emphasized  by  a source. 

C Code  108  is  Grechko  as  a Politburo  member.  See  code  214  for  Grechko  as  a marshall  before  entering  the  Politburn. 

d Code  109  la  Gromyko  as  a Pnlitburo  member.  See  code  701  for  Gromyko  an  foreign  minister  before  entering  the  Politburo. 

C Secretary  CPSU  inadvertently  included  with  Politburo. 

^ Includes  one  coding  of  34 — 02,  Soviet  forces  remaining  stable  In  relative  strength. 

^ Reflects  the  Joint  statements  as  credited  to  each  participant. 
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